Ail Desperandum, Christo sub Duce, 


I. BRITISH CONTRIBUTIONS TO FOREIGN MISSIONS 
IN 1883. 


By THE REv. W. A. SCOTT-ROBERTSON, M.A., HON. CANON oF CANTERBURY, AND 
VICAR OF THROWLEY., 


SUMMARY OF BRITISH CONTRIBUTIONS TO FOREIGN MISSIONS, 1883. 


Gain or loss on 
previous year. 


*Church of England Societies (Table No.I), ..... £491,647 £8,659 less 
Joint Societies of Churchmen and Nonconformists (Table 

English and Welsh Nonconformist Societies, (Table 

Scotch and Irish Presbyterian Societies (Table No. 1V), 193,208 16,846 more 
Roman Catholic Societies (Table No. V),........ 8,544 2,975 less 


Total British Contributions for 1883 . . . £1,216,530 £25,365 more 


N.B.—This total does not include any receipts from Rents, Dividends, or Interest, 
nor Balance in hand from the previous year, nor any Foreign Contributions. 


ANALYSIS OF THE RECEIPTS, 1883. 


TABLE No. I. FOREIGN MISSSIONS OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND. 


,Analysis of Receipts, 
When Name of each Society, and Total Amount of its From 
Founded. Receipts for 1883. Abroad British 
&fromIn- Con- 
‘vestments tributions 
& 

1799. CHURCH MISSIONARY SOCIETY, £231,170 (viz., Gen- 
eral Fund, £200,372; Spécial Funds, £30,798). 

British Contributions, 216,515 


* In case of these summaries we add the column showin ‘year’s gain or joss in each case 
We are glad to see the total shows a gain of £25,365 = $126,825.—M. R. Hd 
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Home Receipts from Churchmen abroad, 
Dividends, Interest, etc., 


N.B.—This Society maintains the Church Mission- 
ary College at Islington, founded in 1825. 


SOCIETY FOR THE PROPAGATION OF THE GOSPEL, 
£112,573 (viz., General Fund, £90,976 ; Special 
Funds, £21,597). 

British Contributions, £100,629; whereof £1,910 
came through the Central African Mission As- 
sociation mentioned below; that sum is therefore 
deducted here, 

Home Receipts from Churchmen abroad, 

Dividends, Interest, etc., 


LONDON SOCIETY FOR PROMOTING CHRISTIANITY 
AMONG THE JEWS, £44,504. 
British Contributions, 
Home Receipts from Churchmen abroad, 
Dividends, Interest, etc., 


COLONIAL AND CONTINENTAL CHURCH SOCIETY, 
£41,275. 
British Contributions, 
Raised and expended abroad, 
Dividends, Interest, etc., 


CHURCH OF ENGLAND’S ZENANA MISSIONARY SOCIETY, 
£20,240. 
British Contributions, 
From abroad, £353; Interest, £73, 


SOCIETY FOR PROMOTING CHRISTIAN KNOWLEDGE, 
£30,906 (in addition to £82,116 derived from 
trading). 

Portion paid in aid of Foreign Missions, about 


CENTRAL AFRICAN MISSION OF THE UNIVERSITIES, 
£12,057 (General Fund, £7,698; Special £ 4,359). 
British Contributions, 
From abroad, 
Interest, 


SOUTH AMERICAN MISSIONARY SOCIETY, £15,315. 
British Contributions, 
Raised and expended abroad, 
From abroad, £747; Interest, £165, 


LADIES’ ASSOCIATION FOR PROMOTING FEMALE EDU- 
CATION AMONG THE HEATHEN, £5,880 (included 
in the S. P. G. total above). 


SPANISH, PORTUGUESE, AND MEXICAN CHURCHES AID 
SOCIETY, £5,504. 
British Contributions, 
From abroad, 


MOSONEE DIOCESAN FUND, £611, 


BRITISH SYRIAN SCHOOLS. 
British Contributions, about 


MISSIONARY LEAVES ASSOCIATION (aiding Native 
Clergy of the Church Missionary Society), £4,793, 


COLONIAL BIsHOPRICS’ FUND, £13,441. 
British Contributions, 
Dividends and Interest, 
From 5. P. G., 
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1885. | British Contributions to Foreign Missions. gI 


1869. ‘THE NEeEtT’s’”’ collections (£1,811 for Mackenzie 
Memorial Mission, and £1,064 for other Funds), 75 2 800 
1848. ST. AUGUSTINE’S MISSIONARY COLLEGE (exclusive of 
Endowments for a Warden, a Sub- Warden, and 
three Fellows), about £2,900. 
From Missionary Studentship Associations, etc., 


about 2,169 
From Funded Exhibitions, ° 731 
MELANESIAN MISSION, £2,205, ‘ 2,205 
1854. ANGLO-CONTINENTAL SOCIETY. 819 
1860. CORAL MIsSIONARY FUND (to aid Schools and Cate- 
chists of the Church Missionary Society), about 1,240 


1883. | CENTRAL AGENCY FOR FOREIGN MISssIONS, £1,603, (in- 
cluded mainly in other totals). 


COLUMBIA MISSION [no Report] about 1,000 
1840. FOREIGN AID SOCIETY (for France, Belgium, Italy and 
Spain) £1,202. 1,202 
1860. ST. BONIFACE MIssion HovusE, Warminster, about 1,000 
1877. CAMBRIDGE MISSION TO DELHI, £575. 
British Contributions, 516 
Interest, 59 
1867. DELHI FEMALE MEDICAL MISSION, 377 
\ 1691. CHRISTIAN FAITH SOCIETY FOR THE WEsT INDIES, 
(Rents), 2,176 


Total amount of Donations, Legacies, and Annual | 


Subscriptions from the British Isles, to twenty- 466,647 
four Societies for 1883, 
ESTIMATED VALUE of other gifts sent direct to 
Mission Stations, or gathered specially for Mis- ot ane 
sionary dioceses, schools, colleges, and Zenana- 3 
work, 
Total for Church of England For. Missions, £491,647 


TABLE No. II. FOREIGN MISSIONS—JOINT SOCIETIES OF CHURCHMEN AND 
NONCONFORMISTS—A. D, 1883. 


1804. BRITISH AND FOREIGN BIBLE SOCIETY, £126,182 (ex- 
clusive of £107,021, received from sales. 
Devoted to Foreign Mission Work, about 95,000 


1799. RELIGIOUS TRACT SOCIETY, £21,058 (exclusive of 
£189,631 received from the Trade account). 


Sum devoted to Foreign Mission Work 19,816 
1866, CHINA INLAND MIssIONn, £14,338, 14,338 
1852. INDIAN FEMALE NORMAL SCHOOL SOCIETY, £9, 387. 

British Contributions, 9,257 

From abroad, 130 


1872. East LONDON MISSION INSTITUTE, 
Devoted to the Livingstone Inland Congo Mission 
and to other Foreign Mission Work, about 10,000 


SOCIETY FOR PROMOTING FEMALE EDUCATION IN 
THE EAST, £6,742 (in addition to work sent out, 
worth £4,121) 

British Contributions, 6,200 
Interest, 542 
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1732. MORAVIAN (EPISCOPAL) MISSIONS OF THE UNITED 
BRETHREN, £17,449. 
British Contributions, 4,155 
Foreign Receipts, 12,553 
Interest in the British Isles, 741 


1858. CHRISTIAN VERNACULAR EDUCATION SOCIETY FOR 
INDIA, £0,058 (exclusive of £5,243 received in 


i | India from sales). 
British Contributions, 4,333 
1} iW Grants, £982; from India, £708 ; Interest, £35, 1,725 
a WALDENSIAN MIssIONs AID FUND, £ 4,597, 4,597 
TRINITARIAN BIBLE SocieTy, £6,557 (exclusive £536 
ai), from sales), 70 6,487 
| 1855. TURKISH MISSIONS (AMERICAN) AID SOCIETY, £1,902, 1,902 
ESTIMATED VALUE of other contributions in money 6.000 
and in work, 
At tea Total amount of British Contributions through 
a Joint Societies of Churchmen and Noncon- 
BP formists for 1883, £182,085 
ae TABLE No. III. FOREIGN MIssioNs OF ENGLISH NONCONFORMISTS, 1883. 
ea 1813. WESLEYAN MISSIONARY SocIETY, £146,091 (in addi- 
Ha tion to £140,479 raised and expended at Mission 
Stations), 
ee British Contributions, 132,724 
From abroad, 8,029 
|) Dividends, Interest, etc., 5,338 
1795. LONDON MISSIONARY SOCIETY, £102,563. 
1 British Contributions, 74,822 
| Raised abroad, 23,117 
| Dividends, Interest, etc., 4,624 
1792. BAPTIST MISSIONARY SOCIETY, £67,981. 
FA British Contributions, 55,934 
Raised abroad, 11,705 
Wie: Dividends, Interest, etc., 442 
7! 1855. ENGLISH PRESBYTERIAN FOREIGN MISSIONS, £15,506. 
British Contributions, 15,389 
From abroad, 117 
Te Women’s Mission Fund is inserted below. 
Q 1843. BRITISH SOCIETY FOR THE PROPAGATION OF THE 
Vs GOSPEL AMONG THE JEws, £6,790. 
i British Contributions, 6,757 
Interest, 33 
1867. ‘*FRIENDS’’ FOREIGN MISSION ASSOCIATION, £7,235. 
British Contributions, 6,833 
ky Interest, 402 
¥ 1856. UNITED METHODIST FREE CHURCHES’ FOREIGN AND 
Bt COLONIAL MISSIONS, £14,270. 
iM British Contributions, 6,690 
Raised abroad, 7,580 
WELSH CALVINISTIC METHODIST MISSIONS, £5,544. 
hi British Contributions, 5,202 
i Interest, £294; Foreign receipts, £48, 342 
a EVANGELICAL CONTINENTAL SOCIETY, 
Interest, 49 
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British Contributions to Foreign Missions. 


GENERAL BAPTIST MISSIONARY SOCIETY, £7,314. 

British Contributions, 

From abroad, £3,366; Interest, £246, 
WESLEYAN LADIES’ AUXILIARY FOR FEMALE EDv- 

CATION, £5,141. 

British Contributions, 

Interest, 
PRIMITIVE METHODIST COLONIAL MISSIONS, about 
COLONIAL MISSIONARY SOCIETY. 

British Contributions, 

Interest, 


METHODIST NEW CONNECTION MISSIONARY SOCIETY. 
ENGLISH PRESBYTERIAN WOMEN’S MISSION FUND. 


‘‘ FRIENDS”? MISSION IN SYRIA AND PALESTINE, £4,547. 
British Contributions, 
From abroad, £882; Interest, £54, 


PRIMITIVE METHODIST AFRICAN MISSION, about 


WoMEN ‘“* FRIENDS’’ COMMITTEE FOR CHRISTIAN 
WoRK IN FRANCE, £476. 
British Contributions, 
Interest, £34; from abroad, £7, 


ESTIMATED VALUE of work sent to Mission Stations, 
and of other unreported Contributions, 


Total British Contributions through English and Welsh 
Nonconformist Societies for 1883, 
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£341,046 


TABLE No. 1V. FOREIGN MISSIONS OF SCOTCH AND IRISH PRESBYTERIANS. 


18209. 


1841. 


FREE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND MISSIONS, £101,611. 
British Contributions, 

From abroad, 

School Fees and Grants, 
Interest, 

Continental Fund, 

Ladies’ Society for Female Education, 

Jews’ Conversion Fund, 

Colonial Mission, 


UNITED PRESBYTERIAN FOREIGN MISSIONS, £44,075. 
British Contributions, and Legacies, 
Interest and from abroad, about 


Foreign Missions 


Zenana Mission, 


CHURCH OF SCOTLAND MISSION BOARDS, £40,564. 

British Contributions, 

From abroad, School Fees, 
Grants, etc., \ 

Interest, 


Foreign Missions 


Jewish Mission, 

Colonial and Continental Missions, 

Ladies’ Association for Female Missions, about 
Ladies’ Association for Educating Jewesses, 


NATIONAL BIBLE SOCIETY OF SCOTLAND, £16,743 (in 
addition to £11,246 received for sales of Bibles). 
British Contributions, 
Interest, 


EDINBURGH MEDICAL MISSIONARY SOCIETY, £8,888. 
British Contributions, 
Interest, £166; other receipts, £498, 
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WALDENSIAN MIssIONS AID FUND, 

LEBANON SCHOOLS, 

ORIGINAL SECESSION CHURCH’S INDIAN MISSION, about 
EsTIMATED VALUE of other Scottish Contributions, 


Total Scottish Presbyterian Contributions, 


IRISH PRESBYTERIAN MISSIONS. 

British Contributions, 

Fees and Governm’t 
Grants, 

From abroad, 

Interest, 


Foreign Missions £9,294 


Jewish Mission, 

Continental Mission, 

Ladies’ Female Missionary Society, 

Colonial Missions 

Mrs. Magee’s Indian Education Fund (Interest), 


Total British Contributions through Scottish and 
Irish Presbyterian Societies for 1883, 


ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROPAGATION OE THE FAITH. 
Contributed in Ireland in 1883, 
Contributed in England in 1883, 
Contributed in Scotland in 1883, 


N.B.—The total income of the Roman Propaganda, 
collected from every diocese in Christendom, 
amounted in 1883 to 6,370,516 FRANCS; 2.¢., 
about £254,820. 

ST. JOSEPH’s FOREIGN MISSIONARY SOCIETY AND 
COLLEGE (Mill-hill, Hendon), 


Total British Contributions tothese Roman Catholic 
Societies for 1883, 


SUMMARY FOR THIRTEEN YEARS. 


1,286 
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35794 
905 
700 

3,000 


£176,858 


75230 


3,064 
1,734 
1,916 
2,406 


£193,208 


3,914 
1,794 
3°97 


Total British Contributions in 1871 for Foreign Missions, 855,742 $54,278,710 
882,886 


66 ‘6 1873 ‘6 1,032,176 5,160, 880 
‘6 ‘6 * 66 ‘6 1,108,950 5544750 
‘“ 882 « 1,191,175 539555975 
‘6 ‘6 1883 ‘6 ‘6 1,216,530 082,650 


Warm thanks to the Hon. Canon of Canterbury for these most valuable figures, 
showing the amounts contributed to Foreign Missions by the various British Churches 
in 1883. Our readers will notice that the first twenty-four organizations—al]l in Table 
No. I—are connected with the Church of England. The direct contributions from 
these amount to £491,647. If to this amount we add £68,995, the income of the same 
organizations from abroad and from investments, to place them on a level with the 
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incomes of our American organizations, we find the Foreign Mission income of these 
twenty-four various agencies of the Church of England amount in 1883 to £560,642—= 
$2,803,210, 

In our table, Vol. VII, pp. 460-1, we enter the incomes of the C. M. S. and 
S. P. G., No. 51 and 52, and divididing these incomes by the assumed number of com- 
municants in the Church of England, represent these incomes to be an average of $0.04 


and $0.08 respectively. The above figures treated in like manner, show that this 
average is Tee eae $0.21%, But this is only approximate, for we apprehend 
13,000,000 are too many to be a reliable estimate of the communicants of the Church 
of England. We have taken this number from statistics claiming authority, but shall be 
glad of official correction if it is too large. 

The above figures, prepared by one so familiar with all these British churches and 
organizations, we accept as entirely reliable, and need only suggest to those who may 
compare them with our own figures for the same organizations, that they notice (1.) that 
these figures are for the calendar year 1883, ours for 1882-83. (2.) Thesummaries here 
deal only with actual home contributions (of 1883), ours represent the total incomes, 
derived not only from contributions at home, but also from investments, rents, and con- 
tributions from abroad, so far as known. These points duly considered will help ac- 


count for any apparent discrepancies.—Zd. M. R. 


II. WORK AMONG THE OLD ARMENIANS. 


Our readers who became interested in the statement of Dr. 
Yeretsian in our last number, pp. 53-56, will be glad to learn 
more of the progress of this work. From another letter of Dr. 
M ¢ to Rev. Dr. Van Lennep, it seems that, since this Armenian 
brother’s return to Cesarea from his banishment and imprisonment 
at Angora, knowledge of the fact and character of his preaching 
has extended widely, and the people of several villages uniting 
sent a messenger to call him to preach tothem. Dr. Yeretsian 
writes : 

‘“ Accordingly the people of several villages uniting, despatched 
a messenger with a letter substantially as follows: ‘As the hart 
panteth after the water-brooks, so our souls thirst for the Word of 
God.’ We were at first greatly astonished at such a message, but 
on second thought began to suspect that it might conceal a trap 
laid by the enemy to entice me forth into a desert place, and there 
murder me. The messenger was a powerful, well armed man from 
Zeitoon, where (as you know) murder is considered to be a simple 
proof of fearless courage. Wherefore | made him my guest for 
several days, took him to our meetings, and tried to discover his 
sentiments and character. I finally concluded that this was a call 
from God, and I must obey; so committing myself to Divine pro- 
tection, I set out-with the man. Unfortunately we did not reach 
the village till quite late, two hours after sunset; but in spite of the 
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darkness, my Zeitoon companion did me no harm, and we received 
a warm welcome from the villagers. The next morning they 
refused to let us go on, saying ‘ You must remain a few days and 
preach the Gospel to us.’ My Zeitoon companion answered, ‘ We 
cannot stop now, but I promise you that on our return I will bring 
him this way, and he shall preach to you.’ Thus we parted and 
proceeded to the village of Aintesheh, where we were entertained 
at the house of the priest, who is a good man, loves the Gospel, 
and showed us much kindness. He gave notice after morning 
service that ‘the Doctor would preach’ at vespers. Accordingly 
the board which answers for a bell having been struck with the 
hammer, the people collected in the church, and I preached on the 
theme ‘What is Christianity?’ They thanked me greatly, and 
begged me to remain over Sunday and preach to them again, it 
being then Friday. I did so, taking for my theme ‘ Christ’s Cruci- 
fixion for our sins.’ On this occasion thirteen Moslem Turks were 
present, and the audience numbered not less than a thousand, both 
men and women, who listened with tears. Among others, two of 
the Turks were weeping. The whole village was strangely moved. 
They promised to keep the Sabbath holy, and exclaimed, ‘We 
have learned this day what Christ has done for us... The women 
crowded around me as the fowls flock around the barley, crying 
‘Do give us Bible lessons while you stay!’ I did so, expounding 
the Scriptures to them morning and evening in the church. While 


there one day, the chief men of several other villages (some of them 


several hours distant) came and invited me to preach the Gospel in 
their churches also. I accepted their invitation, and as I was de- 
parting, the good priest besought my Zeitoon companion to bring 
me again to his village on my return, and have me preach to them 
once more. So we went on to the other villages, and slept at Ka- 
rayaghap, after spending half the night in expounding the Script- 
ures. They said, ‘What will become of us? We cannot turn 
Protestant, for we do not wish to change our nation nor our 
Church. We only want Gospel preaching. We do not desire a 
change of religion, but to be taught what Christianity is,’ etc. 
Leaving this village, I passed on to Peuzreng, where after a 
night’s rest I was asked to preach. They opened the church, 
struck the signal-board, and the villagers having assembled, lI 
began a discourse on Paul’s word’s, ‘ Lord, what wilt thou have 
me to do?’ While I was preaching, a priest who was passing by 
the village, hearing the sound, dismounted from his horse and 
came into the church. I was told that as he listened he wept. At 
the close the people expressed their hearty thanks and said, ‘ We 
only want a man who shall preach the Gospel to us.’ The priest 


_of Sarygamsha near by came and begged me to go and preach to 


his people. I went. The signal-board was struck, the people 
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collected, and I gave them a sermon on ‘ They that do the will of 
my Father shall be saved.’ They expressed much gratitude, and 
wished they might regularly enjoy the privilege of hearing the 
Gospel. Leaving this village, we returned to that of the good 
priest, and there spent tbe Sabbath. This time there were present 
people from several neighboring villages. The people promised 
that they would every Sabbath noon meet in the church and read 
the Scriptures, and they appointed as superintendent or leader a 
young man who was a good reader. So departing thence, we 
went on to the village called ‘ The Greek Lady,’ which my com- 
panion had promised we should revisit, and spent the night there, 
having promised to preach to them the next day. In the morn- 
ing they struck their signal-board and flocked to the church, where 
I preached God’s Word, showing them the difference between a 
nominal and a real Christian. There was a large congregation, 
and they were greatly moved, and promised to meet together every 
Sunday and read the Scriptures. 

“Thus did I preach the Gospel in a tour occupying sixteen 
days among villages the farthest of which lay twenty-four hours 
from the city. I rejoice exceedingly that God permitted me to en- 
joy this privilege. The strangest circumstance in it, is that the 
people everywhere took me straight to their churches, and bade 
me preach the Gospel to them.”’ 

This worthy lay preacher has become so straitened for means. 
of support, by the efforts of those who oppose his preaching, and 
procured his banishment to Angora,— efforts to divert and destroy 
his medical practice—that Dr. Van Lennep proposes to become 
one of ten to make up and send him $500, to help him continue 
this Gospel preaching. 


III. LETTERS.—BIBLE WORK IN BOLIVIA, SO. AMERICA. 


Adolfo Henriksen, an agent of the British and Foreign Bible 
Society, gives the following interesting account of Bible distribu- 
tion in Bolivia, in a letter to Rev. F. N. Lett, of the South America 
Missionary Society. | 


Bolivia, shut out from the rest of the world by its inland situation, with pestilential 
regions on one side, with a grand mountain barrier on the other, bidding cefiance to 
the inroads of commerce and travel for ages, has been no less difficult of access to the 
Living Oracles of God, on account of the ignorance and bigotry which have held its 
inhabitants in bondage; there are few countries where Bible work has met with greater 
difficulties, 

1. An effort was made in the year 1827, by Mr. Luke Matthew, agent of the 
British and Foreign Bible Society, who, starting from Valparaiso, landed at Coquimbo, 
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visiting the North of Arjentinas and passed through Bolivia into Peru. Rioja, Cata- 
marca, Tucuman, Salto, and Jujuy were in succession supplied with the Scriptures. 
Thence crossing the frontier, he earnestiy with great pains conducted the work of Bible 
circulation in Tupiza, Cotagaita, Caysa, and Potosi; whence he travelled to the Pacific 
coast to receive a fresh supply of books at Arica. Returning to Potosi he proceeded to 
Sucre, thence to Cochabamba, Oruro, and Lm Paz. The clergy were soon in arms 
against him, however, and managed easily to prejudice the ignorant populace; so that, 
although encouraged by the Grand Marshal Sucre, then Ruler of the Republic, and 
other leading men, his work was pursued under great difficulties. Still, in some places 
encouraging success rewarded his faithful endeavours in Bolivia, and, subsequently, in 
Peru and Ecuador; ending his devoted life between Bogota and Mompax, a martyr in 
our great and good cause! This sad event happened early in the year 1829. 

2. Another attempt to plant a Mission and convey the living Word to the natives 
was made by the heroic Allen Gardiner (who perished later in Tierra del Fuégo, in the 
year 1851). Taking with him a Spanish Protestant named Frederico Gonzalez, he 
landed at Cobija, February, 1846, and, directing his course into the interior, visited 
Caripari and Tarija, and crossed the River Pilcomayo. Hardships and sickness attend- 
ing their course, the capital was visited, the Government’s protection promised and at- 
corded. Gardiner leaving Gonzalez in Potosi, returned to England to enlist helpers for 
his Mission. Unfortunately sickness befell his helpers, opposition prevailed, and the 
effort was not carried out. 

3. In 1860, Mr. R. Corfield, agent of the British and Foreign Bible Society, hav- 
ing travelled through the Northern Argentine Provinces, visited Bolivia. The opposi- 
tion of the clergy and the unsettled state of the country at the time hindered the pros- 
ecution of the Mission. 

4. Still more recently, José Monjeardino, a native of Italy, a devoted colporteur, 
who had in the previous year been engaged in Bible circulation in Salto and Jujuy, was , 
deeply moved with an impression that he was called to carry the Word of God into 
Bolivia; and, having made suitable preparation for the journey, passed with a large 
stock of Scriptures from Oran to Tarija, and thence to Cinti. When he arrived at 
Sucre great interest was excited; the Scriptures met with a ready welcome and sale; a 
little opposition at Sucre soon subsided ; and our devoted missionary proceeded towards 
Cotagaita. Arriving at a place called Aripalca, ten leagues north of Cotagaita, in a 
rocky mountain gorge, not far from some Indian huts, the mule-troop halted for the 
night. A wretch of Argentine nationality, possibly tempted by the store of coin which 
our agent carried, the result of his success in Bible sales, and also inspired, it may be, 
by that spirit of bigotry and intolerance which in days gone by lighted the flames of 
martyrdom in more favoured lands, crept stealthily to where the weary traveller lay, 
and dashed a great stone upon his head. ‘The victim could make no resistance, and 
was speedily killed by the ruffian, 


Our martyr fell in July, 1877. Soon after a great sensation was caused in the town 
of Cotagaita by the arrival of four Indians bearing the corpse of a man in a hide, which 
was soon discovered to be the remains of the foreigner who had been selling Bibles. 
The priest refusing burial to the heretic within the cemetery precincts, he was laid out- 
side, near the grave of a criminal; but “ Blessed are the dead who die in the Lord; 
yea, saith the Spirit, for they rest from their labours, and their works do follow them.”’ 
He was of a hardy constitution, adapted for hard work ; bold and self-possessed, with a 
mind well stored with Divine truth, and his heart burning with Gospel zeal. In report- 
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ing his death, the Rev. F. N, Lett, the Society’s agent, remarked: ‘“* The Bible Society 
never had a braver or more devoted labourer than José Monjeardino. He went to those 
parts aware of the dangers that might befall him, but seriously resolved to encounter all 
for the sake of circulating the Holy Scriptures. In his last letter he says, ‘‘ Remember 
me in your prayers, as I do you in mine, that as the sufferings of Christ abound in us so 
our consolation may abound.” He was a colporteur of whom I always think with con- 
fidence that he would never fail in doing the utmost to perform his mission, and to do it 
well. God grant that the good seed scattered abroad so widely may not be in vain,’ 

5. In the end of 1882 two colporteurs of the British and Foreign Bible Society 
were destined to work in the Upper Argentine Provinces, and to seek an opportunity 
to enter into Bolivia.. Tupiza was reached. Difficulties, however, arose at the Custom 
House on the plea that * the Bibles were prohibited books.’’ An appeal was made to 
higher authorities, resulting in the end in a favourable decision, 

6. The sixth attempt was made by Mr. Henriksen, accompanied by Francesco 
Galanes, and of this he writes : | 

Passing through Tupiza and thence to Cotagaita, where we visited the grave of our 
martyr predecessor, after a long, tedious journey on mule-back, extending over forty- 
five days, we reached the city of Sucre and met with a kindly reception, and with suc- 
cess beyond expectation. Forty copies were sold publicly in the streets on the first day; 
our room was filled with visitors; many questions about our books were put to us, and 
we had the satisfaction to see the best people in Sucre eagerly purchasing copies. By 
the fourth day 581 copies had been disposed of, with many prayers that the Lord would 
follow them with His blessing. Opposition was, however, to be expected, and the 
Archbishop invoked the aid of the public authority to interfere with the circulation of 
‘Protestant prohibited books.’ Still we were enabled to leave Sucre in peace, hoping 
and praying that better times were in store for Bolivia. Proceeding to Potosi, the far- 
famed silver mine, we Soon disposed of the remainder of our store of books. On our 
return journey we had the pleasure of meeting Mr. Milne, the agent of the American 
Bible Society, on his way up the country, Travelling in Bolivia is accompanied by 
many hardships. Deserts, bare hills, rugged rocks, stony roads had to be passed over ; 
food is scarce, firewood often not to be had, and this among frost and snow, without 
Shelter, with the saddle for a bed; yet it is an interesting country, not only for its 
marvellous mineral wealth, but also for its people. Only the inhabitants of the cities 
are of Spanish origin, with a very few individuals of European birth. The vast bulk of 
the population is of the aboriginal race, living in small villages. Their wants are few, 
their furniture of the simplest kind, their food mainly consisting of maize and the coca 
leaves, which they chew, while ardent spirits are almost unknown. Their feet bare or 
shod with sandals, their dress consists of a woollen shirt and drawers combined in one 
piece, with the poncho. Men and women wear their hair in a queue. They are beard- 
less, and quiet in their demeanour, patient, and industrious. It is common to meet 
them knitting or spinning as they proceed along the road. They are great pedestrians, 
and can go immense distances on foot by themselves or driving llamas or donkeys car- 


tying burdens. Their language is the Quichua, and they are nominally of the Roman 
religion. 


2. From Deva, a Native Convert. 


Most people in Christendom have come to think and speak of India under British 
tule, as a land of full religious liberty. The many ways and means for persecuting 
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native converts from the higher castes are little understood. This letter, written last 
September by a recent convert, to the U. P. Missionary, who had baptized him and his 
wife and second child, some years before, brings incidentally to view a few of the ways 
in which Hindu parents and friends still persecute those who become Christians, Call- 
ing himself and wife the son and daughter of the Missionary, and beginning with formal 
Christian greetings, the convert, DEVA, continues: ‘After you left us much trouble 
befell us. On leaving, you advised me about my eldest child, Jagriip, that I should 
endeavour to get and keep control of him, that if he remained much longer beside his 
grandfather he would we sure to become entangled in idolatry and lost to Christ. So 
after you left Todgurh I desired much to have my boy reared under my care; but my 
father sternly refused to give him up, and on my time after time entreating him, he 
turned me out of both house and village. Oh, Sahib, what a lot was mine! He would 
neither let me have my boy nor would he let me live within call of him! For three 
months I wandered here and there, unsettled as to what course to follow. At last, 
through Dr. Shoolbred’s kindness at Beawr, I got the ear of Assistant-Commissioner» 
and told him my case, and he gave instructions to Ganeshi Lal, the Tahsildar of Tod- 
gurh, ‘ to see that Deva’s son was restored to him.’ The Tahsildar delayed doing any- 
thing for ten days, and in the meantime my father got word that the magistrate had 
issued an order in the case against him, and what did he do? He took the poor boy, 
who was ill at the time, and fled with him to Pushkar [the sacred place six miles from 
Ajmere], where the mela was being held at the time, and remained there for ten or 
twelve days. On the return journey home, the boy became much worse, and at the 
very night after he arrived at home, died. News was immediately sent my wife and 
me that our boy was ill, and that he expressed a wish to see us, and as soon as the mes- 
senger arrived we set off for home [twenty miles from Todgurh], but on reaching there, 
and asking for Jagriip, we were told that he had died the night before, and been buried 
at seven the following morning. We did not arrive till nine that night. Alas, alas, 
our dear son was taken from us without our seeing his face alive! Twelve months 
passed and I thought after so long a time of absence my father and mother’s heart 
would be softened towards me; but no, it was even more hardened than before, and 
my father had begun to run into debt. The income from our farm is about Rs.200 a 
year, but he has since Jagriip’s death been living much beyond that, and now there is a 
debt of Rs.200 and more, I have often when I was allowed to see him warned him 
about this, and especially at the time of the death of my aunt, that he should not have 
spent so much on her funeral feast [ Deva is the only son and sole heir to the land]; but 
my father always replies, ‘ What have you to do with it, you are a Christian, and I will 
do as I like.’ And thus from saving my father and my house from ruin I am cut off! 
For five years now my father has refused to recognize me as his son, and treated me as 
a slave. Still I care not; but although troubled at heart about these things, I am not 
cast down; I have been, and still am, earning my own bread with as stout a heart as I 
can... . I find it useless now going home, and about eleven months ago I appealed 
to Babuji (Manawir Khan) to give me any kind of work he thought I could do. He 
told me that I was not educated enough to teach, and advised me to attend the Todgurh 
school for five or six months, and after that, on the first vacancy in the schools, I might 
be employed. I am still attending school, Pulchand, whom you baptized along with 
his mother, is now a boy of nearly four years of age; and after Jagriip’s death the Lord 
blessed me with another son; his name is Suleman Massit. I often long to see you, my 
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dear Sahib, but it is out of my power just now to travel so far as Ulwar. I shall hope 


to make out a visit some day, as I would like to see Ulwar, Jeypore, and Burkpore. 
TODGURH, Sept. 24, 1884. DEVA.”’ 


IV. THE JEWISEKE MOVEMENT IN BESSARABIA. 


Brief sketches of this Religious Reform under Rabinowitz have appeared in our 
religious papers. It has not been easy to test the real value of the movement, or to 
ascertain the actual evangelical elements embodied in it. So far as we can learn, from 
various sources, the leader seems honest in declaring his very serious conviction that Jesus 
of Nazareth was their promised Messiah. He isa respectable lawyer named Joseph 
Rabinowitz, living among his Jewish brethren in southern Russia. Prompted by the 
terrible persecutions inflicted on these Jews, he went to Palestine in 1882, in hopes of 
finding it a refuge for his afflicted people, and of discovering ways and means for re- 
peopling the Holy Land with Jewish refugees from various countries where they were 
suffering persecution. This attempt seems to have resulted in a thorough revolution of 


his former views and convictions in regard to Christ. Ina brief account of him the 
London Times says: fi 


«‘ These convictions are based on a belief that the historical Jesus of Bethlehem was 
after all, the true Messiah spoken of by Abraham, Moses and David; for the crucifixion 
of whom the Jews have ever since been wanderers and their land made desolate, This 
deep impression on the mind of Rabinowitz was not produced by any influence of 
Christian missionaries, but entirely by the force of circumstances; and it carried along 
with it a very strong feeling that the only hope for his people’s return to their land would 
be by their acknowledgment of such facts. In this way, without for a moment thinking 
of joining the Church for baptism, a plan of forming congregations of Jewish national- 
ity, founded upon the historical and doctrinal works of the New Testament, slowly and 
gradually ripened in his soul. He returned from Palestine with this word—‘ The key 
to the Holy Land lies in the hands of our brother Jesus,’ It may be said, indeed, that 
the centre of gravity in his creed lies hidden in the cry,—‘ Jesus, our brother.’ These 
thrilling words have proved, as a matter of fact, to possess such powers of attraction 
among his persecuted brethren that they have not only awakened the hearts of all in 
Kischinew—his own place of residence—but of many also in other parts of Bessarabia. 
More than 200 families have now joined in one communion under the title ‘ The Na- 
tional Jewish New Testament Congregation;’ and by some of them the last Passover 
was Celebrated according to a liturgy expressly drawn up by Rabinowitz.” 

At a meeting or conference March, 1884, in the library of Rev. R. Falten, mis- 
sionary of the London Society for Promoting Christianity among the Jews, held at 
Kischenew in South Russia, Mr. Joseph Rabinowitz read the ‘* Articles of Faith” of 
his party who call themselves ** The Sons of the New Covenant,’’ and said: ‘ We 
Israelites who are convinced of the truth of Christianity desire an admission into the 
Christian Church to be at liberty to retain the national laws and customs which we in- 
herited from our forefathers, in so far as they are not repugnant to the essence of Chris- 
tianity. We believe that the Law has been perfectly fulfilled in Christ from a religious 
point of view ; but, on the other hand, we believe also that a Christian Jew is bound to 
keep the Law so far as it is national, and so far as circumstances permit him to do so.”’ 


The “* ARTICLES OF FAITH ”’ of these “‘ Sons of the New Covenant,” as drawn up 


by Rabinowitz, are twelve in number. Of these we give the last four, as best indicating 
the evangelical elements of the movement : 


Article 9 reads: “I sincerely believe that the Creator, blessed be His name, has 
through His great loving kindness raised up a horn of salvation in the House of His 
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servant David, the righteous Branch, the Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ of Bethlehem, 


and that he reigns over the house of Jacob forever, and of His kingdom there shall be 
no end.”’ 

Article 10 reads: ‘I sincerely believe that according to the will of the Creator, 
Jesus our Messiah was oppressed and afflicted and that He poured out His soul unto 
death for the sake of our salvation, and that He rose from the dead and sitteth at the 
right hand of His Heavenly Father.”’ es 

Article 11 we give after the translation of Dr. Delitzch. It is as follows: ‘ Accord- 
ing to the decree of the inscrutable wisdom of God, our fathers were filled with hardness 
of heart and the Lord punished them with the spirit of deep sleep so that they opposed 

esus Christ and sinned against Him until the present day. But by their unbelief they 
ed other nations to greater zeal, and they thus contributed to the propitiation of man- 
kind, who have belief in Jesus Christ, the Son of David, our King, when they heard 
the good tidings through His peace-promising messengers (Isaiah lii, 7), who had been 
disgracefully expelled from communion with Israel. In consequence, however, of this 
our sin against the Christ of God, the world has grown rich by its faith in Christ; and 
the nations in fulness have entered the kingdom of God. Now, too, the time of our 
fulness has also come. And we, the seed of Abraham, are to be blessed by our faith in 
the Lord Jesus Christ ; and the God of our forefathers, Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, will 
take pity upon us, and replant the branches which have been torn out into our own Holy 
Root—Jesus. And thus all Israel shall share the eternal salvation; and Jerusalem, our 
holy city, shall be rebuilt, and the throne of David be re-established for ever and ever- 
more,”’ 

Article 12 contains the following: ‘I sincerely believe that there will be a resur- 
rection from the dead when it shall please our Heavenly Father, even as He raised up 
and revived our Lord Christ, who was the first fruits of the resurrection.”’ 

Rabinowitz does not hold that a Jewish Christian who does not circumcise his son 
nor keep the Jewish Sabbath commits a sin, but that he thereby estranges himself from 
his people, or denationalizes himself. He thinks the principle of nationality is main- 
tained in Isaiah xi, ‘* The wolf shall dwell with the Lamb’’ does not mean that the 
wolf shall be a lamb, but be purified of corruption, and that this does not involve amal- 
gamation of nationalities. 


Whatever may be the ultimate outcome of this movement, we may well rejoice in 
its present hopeful appearances ; and as it has originated spontaneously, from no direct 
efforts of Christian missionaries, will it not be well for those of us who are looking and 
longing for the salvation of Israel, to help this movement with fervent and effectual 
prayers to God, rather than attempt any officious intermeddling ? 


V. ASAAD ELSHIDIAK—THE FIRST MARONITE CONVERT. 


The Syrian Mission of the Am. Board dates from Messrs. 
Goodell and Birds’ arrival at Beirut, Nov. 17, 1823. Their suc- 
cess in gathering children into Mission schools, so that in 1827 
they had 500 boys and 100 girlsin 13 schools, aroused the hostility 
of the priesthood. The conversion and subsequent persecution of 
this first convert moved Christian hearts very profoundly at the 
time, but the story is not so well known as it should be at the pres- 
ent day, especially to the youth and children of our churches and 
Sabbath-schools. The following brief sketch is taken from “ Light 
in Land of Darkness.’ Those whose memory goes back to the 
date of the events will be glad to have them thus freshly though 
briefly recalled, and all to whom the events are not familiar, will 
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find in them a forcible illustration of the convincing and sustaining 
power of the Gospel. The story is as follows: The Maronite 
priesthood becoming alarmed at the spread of Protestant truth, the 
Patriarch issued a proclamation, in order if possible to arrest it. 
This was replied to by the Missionaries. Asaad el Shidiak, a talented 
Maronite who had been successively in the employ of the Maron- 
ite bishop of Beyrout, of several Arab chiefs, and again in that of 
the bishop, now elevated to the Patriarchal chair, undertook to 
combat the statements of the missionaries. His essay, however, 
from one cause or another, did not see the light. Whether it was 
in consequence of the declinature of the Patriarch to allow it to be 
published does not appear; but in March 1825, Asaad made 
application to be employed by the mission as a teacher of 
Arabic. There being then no special need of another teacher, 
his proposal was from prudential considerations declined. But Mr. 
King having providentially arrived from Jerusalem immediately 
afterwards, he gladly availed himself of Asaad’s service for further 
instruction in Syriac. In turn, he aided Mr. Fish with the Arabic 
language. The connection thus formed had momentous issues. 
On King’s departure from Syria, while assisting in putting a “ Fare- 
well Letter” in neat Arabic style, and making a large number of 
copies of it for circulation, Asaad resolved to reply to the said 
“letter,” and it was when so engaged and especially in connection 
with the reading and earnest study of the 29th Chapter of Isaiah, that 
the truth first dawned upon him. The reading of the New Testa- 
ment strengthened him in his search of it. Then followed a threat- 
ened excommunication, a Visit to his friends at Hadet, and an en- 
gagement with Mr. Bird for a year. 

By special invitation Asaad was induced against the remon- 
strance of the Missionaries to pay a visit to the Patriarch at Alma. 
There he remained, or rather was detained for.several wecks, dur- 
ing which he was engaged in daily discussions on religious sub- 
jects. Watching his opportunity he effected his escape from the 
convent at midnight, and made his way over the dangerous moun- 


tain paths to Beyrout, where he was welcomed by the missionary 
brethren. 


The excitement in the convent, when his escape became known, 
may be imagined. An attempt to recapture the fugitive by means 
of a Turkish Sheriff failed. Then came his elder brothers followed 
by his mother and a younger brother. The ordeal was a trying 
one, but Asaad stood frm. The next device proved more success- 
ful. It took the form of a friendly letter from the Patriarch, beg- 
gin« him to return home, and relieve the anxieties of his mother 
and {. mily, and giving him full assurance that he need not fear 
beinc interfered with in his freedom. He was thus approached on his 
weak :'de. He consented though warned of the risk thus ran, and 
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next day he was escorted by four of his relations to Hadet. A 
fortnight had not elapsed before 20 or more of his relations assem- 
bled to convey him by force to the Patriarch, his second eldest 
brother being the ring-leader. Asaad’s expostulation and the 
mother’s tears were alike in vain. He recognized in the proceed- 
ing the fulfillment of the words, “the brother shall deliver up 
the brother to death, and a man’s foes shall be they of his own 
household.” 

He was first taken to the convent of Alma and then to Cano- 
been. That convent, where he was destined to wear out the mis- 
erable remainder of his life, was in one of the wildest and least ac- 
cessible recesses of Lebanon. | 

On his arrival there he was subjected by the orders of the Pa- 
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hi | | triarch to the most cruel treatment. With a heavy chain round 
Hy | his neck, the other end of which was attached to the wall, he had 
i to lie on the bare floor. Daily he was severely beaten. He was 
i put upon short allowance and was denied all access to books and 
i writing material. A cousin having found access to him made known 
it his miserable condition, and his relatives in consequence relented. 


By thei: assistance he‘again managed to escape from the convent 
but was captured by soldiers who had been sent in search of him 
and by them was brought back. ‘“‘ On his arrival,’ says a priest 
who was with him, “ he was loaded with chains, cast into a dark 
filthy room, bastinadoed every day for eight days, sometimes faint- 
ing under the operation until he was near death. He was then left 
in his misery; his bed a thin flag mat, his covering his common 
| clothes. The door of his prison was filled up with stones and 
| mortar, and his food was six thin cakes of bread a day and a cup 
: of water.” For four long years he dragged out a miserable exist- 
ence in this loathsome prison. The time, cause and manner of his 
Hie death could never be ascertained. It was not until after the cap- 
1) oa ture of Acre by Ibrahim Pasha in 1832 that Mr. Tod, an English 
1/9) merchant, was furnished by him with ten soldiers to search the con- 
vent. This was done, but Asaad could not be found. The Patri 
arch asserted that he had died two years before; and Mr. Tod 
could not do otherwise in the circumstances than accept the 
statement. 

Thus early in its history was the mission tried in the person 
of this true-hearted Arab disciple; and nobly did he witness for 
Christ in the face of a most terrible and iong continued persecu- 
tion not counting his life dear unto him, so that he might finish 
his course with joy. His was truly a martyr’s death. 
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“And every one that hath forsaken houses, or brethren, or sisters, 
or father, or mother, or wife, or children, or lands, for my name’s sake, 
Shall receive an hundred-fold, and shall inherit everlasting life.” 
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VI. AFRICA. 


THE C. M. S. Nyanza Mission.—During the past two years we 
have been unable to find room in our crowded pages for many items of 
special interest abounding in the work of Messrs. Mackay and 


O’Flaherty. Late as it now is, our readers will welcome the fol- 
lowing extracts: 


DEATH OF MTESA’s MOTHER. 


Under date of May 28, 1882, Mr. Mackay tells of the death of 
Namasole, the reputed mother of Mtesa; and of his undertaking, 
at the King’s request, to make her a metal coffin ; the King furnish- 
ing old copper vessels for it. 

The grave was a huge pit some fifteen by twenty feet at the 
mouth and thirty feet deep. It was dug in the centre of the late 
Queéen’s chief house—a monstrous hut, some 150 feet in diameter, 
as usual all roof and no walls, and a perfect forest of poles inside, 
the centre ones being good enough for frigate masts. Rusaka 
stands on a hill of dry sand-stone, clay and gravel. It is well the 
stratum is so firm, otherwise serious accidents might have hap- 
pened from the sides of the grave slipping. Mr. M. says: 


‘* Nearly all the excavated gravel had been carried away, while the monster pit was 
neatly lined all around with bark-cloth. Into this several thousand new bark-cloths were 
thrown and carefully spread on the bottom, filling up the hole a long way. Then the 
segments of the huge box were lowered in with much trouble. I descended, and nailed 
the corners together. After that I was summoned to the ceremony of putting the corpse 
into the first ‘coffin. Thousands of women were yelling with all their might, and a few 
with tears in their eyes. Only the ladies of the royal family were near the corpse, which 
by this time had been reduced to a mummy by constantly squeezing out the fluids with 
rags of bark-cloth. It was wrapped in a new mbugu, and laid onthe ground. The 
chiefs half filled the nicely padded coffin with dufta (bleached calico), then several 
bunches of pretty charms belonging to the queen were laid in; after that the corpse, and 
then the coffin was filled up with more bufta. Kyimbugwe, Kunta, and the other chiefs 
in charge carried the coffin to the court where the grave-house was, when much more 
yelling took place. I screwed the lid down; but such was the attachment of some of 
the royal ladies to the deceased, that I had to get them peremptorily ordered away, with 
their crying and tears and hugging of the coffin, before I could get near to perform my 
duties as undertaker. | 

Then came the copper coffin, into which the other was lowered by means of a huge 
sheet. The lid of that had to be riveted down, and that process was new to the chiefs 
bystanding. ‘He cuts iron like thread,’ they said, as the pincers snapped the nails, 
‘ Mackay is a proper smith,’ they all shouted. 

With no mechanical contrivances, it was astonishing how they got this copper cofhn, 
with its ponderous contents, lowered into the deep grave, without letting it fall end-fore- 
most into the great box below. The task was effected, however, by means of the great 
multitude of men. Thousands of yards of unbleached calico (shirtings) were then filled 
in, round and over the copper coffin, until the big box was half-full, The remainder 
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was filled up with bark-cloths, as also all the space round the outside of the box. The 
lid was lowered, and I descended once more to nail it down. Several thousand more 
of mbugus were then laid on till within three feet of the surface, when earth was thrown 
in to the level of the floor. ; 

We returned at dusk, but the burying was not completed till nearly midnight. Next 
morning, every man, woman, and child in the land had their heads shaved, and put off 
their mourning dress of tattered mbugus and belt of plantain-leaf. The country had been 
waiting till we were done with our carpentry. 

Mr. O’Flaherty and myself made an estimate of the value of cloth buried that day 
in the grave of Namasolé, and we reckon the amount to be about 15,000/. sterling! 
The Arabs also made an estimate, counting the calico and mbugus in equivalent of ivory, 
and their reckoning agrees pretty nearly with our own—suchlike is the barbaric splendor 
of the court of Buganda. Who would have thought, in the civilized world, of burying 
15,000/. worth of cloth in the grave of even a queen? 


ENCOUNTER WITH A LUBARE PRIEST. 


Oct. 13th, 1882, this journal records a murderous attack on 
Mr. O’Flaherty, thus: 


Yesterday a very untoward event happened; which, except by God’s preventing 
hand, would undoubtedly have proved serious. 

Mr. O’Flaherty has of late several times been reading the New Testament, at Sekyi- 
bobo’s, just on the other side of the court hill. Yesterday, the donkey-boy being sick, 
he went on foot, and alone. As he was nearing the place, a huge fellow—a maandwa 
(sorcerer) of Na Mulere (one of the lubarés)—stepped out in the road and faced him 
with a huge bludgeon studded over with many knobs of iron. The fellow was at the 


time in one of his frenzies, i, e., what is here called devil possession. With a diabolical 


look he challenged Mr. O’Flaherty, calling him by my name (frequently used for any 
European here), and saying :—“ You are going to Sekyibobo’s, are you? No, you will 
not. You, Mackay, are our old enemy from the beginning. The other day you were 
abusing us at Sekyibobo’s, but to-day I have caught you, and mean to kill you out and 
out.”” Therewith he swung his bludgeon with both hands round his head, meaning to 
strike Mr. O’Flaherty. The latter had only a walking-stick in his hand, and parried the 
blow, but only partially, for the club broke a piece out of his stick, and slipping down 
wounded his thumb and elbow. Mr. O’Flaherty then took his staff in the other hand, 
and while the magician had his club raised for another blow, he tapped the fellow on 
the temple, drawing a little blood, but calling out: “ I do not mean to strike you ; go 
your way and let me go mine.’’ The fellow’s ‘ possessed’ look changed to some- 
thing less savage when the blood came, but still he persisted that he meant to kill his old 
enemy Mackay. After parrying more blows, Mr. O’Flaherty disabled the fellow’s right 
hand, but he kept on with the other, Mr, O’Flaherty was in an awkward position, be- 
ing on the slope of a steep hill, up which he could not run to get protection in the court, 
while behind him was a huge deep drain, too wide to jump across. Several Baganda 
passing ran away for fear of the sorcerer, but suddenly there came down the hill a young 
man dressed in a white kanzu. He seemed to have been the head judge (Katikiro) of 
Namasolé’s court. He rushed between the combatants, saying, “ Leave off, I am chief 
here.””’ The maandwa was then determined to fight both him and Mr. O’Flaherty to- 
gether, but was persuaded to go up with them to the court. There the Katikiro heard 
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the case, and appointed the fellow to pay to Mr. O’Flaherty two cows as a fine. By- 
and-by the case came before the king, when the court opened. Mtesa said he would 
kill the fellow on the spot were he an ordinary man, but that he was devoid of sense! 

Mr, O’Flaherty refused the cows, saying that he, a servant of God, would have 
nothing to do with either the person or goods of this prophet of the devil. All present 
seemed to be pleased with this. Some say thatthe king ordered him to be robbed of 
everything, but that the chiefs begged that he should be left alone, which was done. 

After the court rose, the maniac again challenged Mr. O'Flaherty, and asked Ka- 
suju (a big chief), who was walking with Mr. O’Flaherty, if he should have at him 
again. Kasuju told him peremptorily to be off, saying, ‘‘Are you mad, to go to strike a 
guest of the Kabaka ?”’ | 7 

We are truly thankful to God that no more serious consequences happened in this 
dangerous rencontre. I made a similarly narrow escape with my life in this place some 
years ago; once in the open road, and on another occasion when the great lubaré came 
to court, and every man and woman in the land cursed my name for belying their god- 
dess. On that occasion God alone knows what a death He saved me from. 


Why THE Jesuits Lert. 


Under Oct. 29th, is recorded the reasons assigned by the 
French priests for leaving Rubaga, thus: 


Yesterday Péres Livinhac and Girault called to say that they had resolved to 
abandon their Mission here, and to leave all (five) of them at once for Unyanyembe, 
where they hope to prepare their plans for the future. For some time they have been 
complaining that the unjust nature of the institutions of the country render missionary 
work impossible, especially the want of family life and the sacredness of the marriage 


tie, combined with the fact that they cannot get liberty to go about the country as they 
would like, 


BAPTISMS. 


Under date of March 12, 1882, is a most interesting account 
of the baptism of five young men, the first fruits of God’s blessing 
on their long and patient labors. May a still larger blessing soon 
follow. For examples of more self-sacrificing labor in mission fields 
we know not where to look. 


NEw MIsSION AND BAPTISMS. 


On leaving Rubaga, after Mr. Ashe arrived, Mr. Mackay 
crossed the lake and reached Kagei July 18th, 1883. Near this 
point he found Messrs. Gordon and Wise and immediately began 
and prosecuted explorations in the territory south of this lake 
(Nyanza). His journals are of such interest that large parts of 
them are to appear in the Proceedings of the Royal Geographical 
Society. The point of most direct Missionary interest is that he 
fixed upon Msalala in the border of Mirambo’s territory as the site 
of a new Mission. But ot ~reater interest still are the baptisms 
reported by Rev. Mr. O’Fl. herty and Mr. Ashe in letters from 
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Rubaga, dated Aug. 31st, 1883. These were baptisms of nine men, 
seven women and four children. Surely this shouid inspire fresh 


hope and courage for Central Africa. 


BAPTISMS—ORDER OF SERVICES. 
Under date of Sept. 13, 1883, Mr. O’Flaherty writes: 


‘‘T wrote you a long letter last month, annoumting the baptism of twelve children 
in the faith—four Christian marriages and two baptisms unto death—some of whom I 
briefly described. Since that I have had the happy privilege of opening the Church’s 
door to seven others, five men and two women, making a sum total of twenty-four adults 
and four children, and there are other candidates soon to be baptized. You will, I am 
sure, rejoice with us that our gracious Father in heaven is pleased to cause his face to 
shine on us by acknowledging and blessing our work, and that in the midst of much 
toilsome labor He refreshes our souls with the dew of His favor. 

‘‘ We have regular morning service and evening prayers for household. The singing 
is very good, Instead of the Ki-Swahili, we have written out the service in Ru-Ganda, 
and given each of our eight boys who can read a copy. I have also the whole house- 
hold at a Bible and Catechism class in Ru-Ganda, after dinner on Wednesdays and Fri- 
days. We have two regular Sunday services, and I preach to large audiences two ex- 
tempore sermons. Iam surprised at myself for the ease with which I command the 
language. I think init as if it were my mother-tongue. Mr, Ashe teaches in the school 
two hours every morning, and I in the afternoon, except when I am at Court—now 
rather seldom—or receiving visitors, or teaching in my own room, as is often the case. 
We have three or more assistant-teachers. 

“Mr. Ashe is getting on well with the language, and is a blessing to our boys. He 
is an excellent man and a hard-worker—a man in every way worthy of Bu-Ganda. 


HEALING THE SICK. 


*¢ Since I last wrote,the king’s favorite daughter, and my friend, fell desperately ill. 
A troop of Lubari priests and doctors attended her, In her last extremity the Katikiro 
sent forme. I went to see her, and she was apparently dying, her burning pains found 
expression in piercing cries. I banished out the crowd of Lubari, an Augean task. 
God has made use of my medical knowledge to raise up the dying woman, The fame 
of this “ wonderful cure ” has fled far, and one result is that I find myself flooded with 
cases. Even the king himself has sent for me to prescribe for him! © 


A PRINCESS COMES FOR INSTRUCTION. 


‘¢ But this is not the only result, There is another far more important one, A few 
days ago there came a princess, one of the king’s daughters, with a train of maids. I was 
sitting in my baraza talking seriously to three chiefs—one a mighty one—who had visited 
me in the early morning. The large baraza was crowded with their united retinues. 

“Immediately at the sound of the words ‘ Princess!’ the crowd divided, and the prin- 
cess and her maids walked up to the chair on which I was seated. She said, ‘ Philipo, 
I know you have much to do and little time, so I hope you will not refuse me my re- 
quest, which is that you will teach me and my maids to read the Word of God and to 
know the religion of Jesus Christ.’ Having dismissed our guests, I invited the prin- 
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cess into our house with her train, I taught her the wholeday. She astonished me that 
she showed no signs of fatigue. I taught her and her maids the Lord’s Prayer and 
Creed, which J explained clause by clause and illustrated ; then I taught them the alpha- 
bet, and then took them to the spelling-sheets. She breakfasted and dined with us. Next 
morning early she brought a present of plantains, and remained the whole day—the 
third and fourth days likewise. Her seriousness of manner, the extent, variety, and 
range of her questions, made me feel not only that she fully understood my teaching, 
but that the Spirit had touched her heart. Like a thirsty African soil her soul drank in 
the lessons of grace. Spirit of love, pour down upon her as on the mown grass the re- 
freshing dew of Thy blessing ! 

“1 asked her what put it into her heart to come here and learn, She said, ‘ Do you 
remember being some days last year teaching the king and his harem the history of the 
Jews and their passage over the sea, and other journeys through the wilderness to their 
own land? Well, after hearing you then and there four of my sisters and myself made 
up our minds to come and learn of you privately. We came to you three or four times, 
but there being always many Baganda knocking about, we became afraid that the king 
would hear of it,and punish us and blame you. But,’ continued she,‘ your tender care 
of and kindness to my sister the king’s favorite, your words and prayers, have reached 
my heart, and I have determined at any risk, if you kindly will teach me, to come and 
learn the words and religion of Jesus Christ,’ 

«Oh, do pray for us, that we may have the joy of seeing such hearts which God has 
touched! Pray for us, that we may have grace and strength continued to us, and pray 
for our little Church and children, and pray for her, that the good work begun in her 
may be perfected, and that Christ may fill her soul with His loving self, 


A SusB-CHIEF BAPTIZED. 


‘There was one man, a sub-chief, lately baptized, of whom I would like to say a 
word, He isa great addition to our little flock. He is about thirty-five. His steadi- 
ness of aim, unity of purpose; his wonderful perseverence in coming here so frequently 
from a great distance, having to cross a large swamp, which takes him up waist-deep; 
the extent of his knowledge ; his simplicity of manner and meekness, and serious earn- 
estness, have won for him a warm corner in my heart. Of others I have no time at 
present to say anything. 


VISIT OF A LUBARI PRIEST. 


‘To-day a strange thing has taken place. A great high priest of Lubari came, with 
his train of executioners &c. with him, having on his head a tiara of lion skin, and 
covered from head to foot with all manner of nice skins, and having with him all the 
charms and horns whereby he prophesies. I am sure he came to do mischief. I asked 
him to come in and sit down, but my manner cowed him, and he was shocked, electri- 
fied and amused, when I took his massive incantation machines whereby he divines, and 
rang them again. All or nearly all the bystanders ran, thinking this man puts to 
death hundreds and hundreds whom he finds in the streets. His mayembe he charms 
with to find out thieves, whom he kills. 


BAPTISM OF THE PRINCESS. 
October 31st, 1883. 
“In my last, written on Sept. 13, I mentioned to you the case of the princess and 
her maids who were under instruction. I now write a line to say that she is added to 
the Church, with five others who have been for some time under instruction, 
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“On the 23rd of September, 1883, I had the unspeakable pleasure of opening the 
Church’s door to six. It was more than an ordinary day, this; it was a day to be re- 
membered by all. The king’s daughter was dressed in a robe of pure white bufta ; then 
the chief of the king’s pages and also a sub-chief came next; then the brother of Henry 
Wright Duta, who now lives here with us; then a young man, who for two months has 
been lying here with us, having his thigh broken by a gunshot. He was carried in on 
a stretcher by four men. One of his young men was previously baptized, and three 
others are under instruction. Then followed a young man, brought here by Kitati and 
another. 


POLITICAL PREACHING AND RESULTs. 


July, 1884, Mr. O’Flaherty writes : 


‘‘T might give you an account of the indirect influence of our Mission as well as the 
direct. I only have time for one instance. A large army went with Wakoli, the King 
of Busoga, to pillage the Basoga and the Bakedi not subject to him. That army was 
returning with much spoil and slaves when attacked by the naked Bakedi. Six chiefs 
and forty-six sub-chiefs, and many, many of the king’s pages and innumerable Jdakofz, 
or peasants, were killed, among whom were two of our pupils. One was the son of a 
former Munakulya, and brother of Henry D. Wright Duta, an amiable and able young 
fellow, and a centre of light in the palace, for whom I deeply mourn. When the mes- 
senger came to announce the terrible disaster, the king and chiefs and court were in a 
ferment of rage. The chiefs pressed the king for an army of revenge to annihilate the 
Bakedi. The banner of war was hoisted; the big drum of Kutabala was beaten; the 
whole country-side was in bustle and blaze. I came home and told my brethren, and 
we decided to write to the king, imploring his clemency to save a brave people for de- 
fending themselves. I wrote and brought the letter to court. I visited the houses of 
the principal chiefs, and discussed the subject with each of them, and with all together, 
before the court was open. I took the ground that the Baganda were marauders and 
robbers, whose trade was blood, pillage, and slavery; and that those naked savages 
they despised were a brave, high-minded people defending their women—who would 
prefer instant death to being brought into slavery and disgrace—and punishing their 
robber-foes as best they could. 

‘‘The court opened at noon. Chiefs and Batangoli and Bakopi in crowds rushed 
through the gates. The lukiko was crammed. All looked sad and grave. All wore 
bark-cloths. The king looked sad and worn-out. JI handed him the letter in Ruganda ; 
he bade me read it. I didso. He wassilent. Kangao, a friend, said it was not the 
province of a stranger to meddle in their affairs. They were insulted, attacked in cold 
blood, and they must wipe out the disgrace by wiping out the dastards that did the dark 
deed, All roared‘ Yea.’ The Arabs, there in force, opened a flank fire of abuse on 
me and our brethren for our audacity and insolence in interfering with other people’s 
affairs, and advocated my being driven from the court. The king was silent. There 
was a pause—a rare thing here. I stood, and addressing the king in sad tones said, 
‘I and my brethren are sorry for this sad event. The Baganda are our friends. As 
for those naked Bakedi, we know them not. But the law of God and man is, those 
who deal in blood are made to wallow in their own blood, Those that rob are them- 
selves robbed, whether nations or individuals. Those who trade in fighting must expect 
to be smitten. The Bayanda from the love of greed went to plunder the Bakedi, and 
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they had their revenge, which proves them to be a brave people, and a white man 
respects the brave of all nations. Besides, wisdom and the king’s mercy might dictate 
mercy. Wisdom, for these people will take the great many guns the Baganda cast 
away to Kaba Rega, and will buy over the Banyoro, or some other people, and despera- 
tion will make them brave, and provide them arms, and the Baganda may come off 
second best; and clemency, for the king is known to.us as Mtesa the Good, and not 
the Cruel. And, besides all this, God it seems has a controversy with your people for 
their sins. The small-pox has swept away its thousands, and now the plague is sweep- 
ing off its tens of thousands of your children, from those of the king to those of the 
peasant, without regard to age, sex, or rank; and the cattle plague sweeps off your 
cattle; and to add to these horrors, the famine now stares you and us in the face, 
Surely the number of the old Baganda carried off by plague, pestilence, and war exceeds 
the number of those poor hungry slaves you bring with you here! Every man that dies 
single, his progeny and bravery die with him. If they were to remain at home and 
cultivate their land like other nations, and develop their resources, and learn wisdom, 
they would breed fast and sell to surrounding countries like England, and the people 
would have time to build good houses and be at peace, and God’s blessing would rest 
upon them, and the chiefs would become rich and wise; whereas I see nothing now 
but the sure signs of the anger of God.’ I spoke with a sadness and tremulousness in 
my voice. The king and hard-hearted chiefs were visibly moved, Silence, solemn 
silence, reigned for a space, The king then said, ‘I think, Philipo, you have not lied. 
You have shown me plainly that they have done only what we would have done under 
similar circumstances. You have made plain what I never thought of before. I have 
heard your pleading and granted your request;’ and then ordered the war-flag to be 
taken down. The Arabs were in a fury when they got outside, and threatened death. 
I was in fear and trembling lest I should be breaking the Society’s rule, which forbids 
its missionaries meddling in the politics of a country; but I consoled myself with the 
thought that I was pleading the cause of humanity. 

‘‘ Yesterday a very hearty Christian was baptized—Robert Munyaga. His wife and 
sister are under instruction. He is just before me as I write, to say that his eldest son 
is just dead with the plague, I advise him to be off to his country-seat in the Kyalu. 
He is off, There are twelve wishing to be baptized, one of whom is Sebwato’s former 
priest of Lubari, I once mentioned to you. Sebwato—himself at the war against Kibo- 
gola near Usui—is baptized. He gave mea present of a fine boy in honour of the 
event, which I gave Ashe, 

«‘T will now close by giving you an account of why the royal flag was hoisted on 
Sundays. 


‘*Mohammedanism became exceedingly loud and impertinent some two months 
ago. I was a long time at peace with the Arabs, but the Koran was out every day in 
court, and they were busy teaching the chiefs, and I thought the time was come to have 
another dash at it; so I asked the king to bring out five chairs, and seat four of the 
principal Arabs on them, one on each, and myself on the other—that the king should 
take the Koran, and ask a series of questions, and whoever answered best and most, 
let him be the king’s head professor and teacher. The thing pleased Mtesa greatly. 
He asked me to remain privately with him in the evening. I did so. I dined with 
him, and put him up to the kind of questions to ask. Next day he placed the five Mwali- 
mus on the chairs; I ‘near himself. The king questioned, I prompting him, In the 
course of fifty minutes all the Arabs were off the chairs except Masudi, our arch-foe, 
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and now a powerful sub-chief here, the most clever of all. Heand I now confronted 
each other. Greek met Greek. The king was amused, ard so were the chiefs, In 
thirty more minutes Masudi was off the chair, and I alone on. The chiefs loudly 
applauded, and Masudi, getting angry, loudly insulted, and the Arabs loudly joined 
him, and said I was worthy of death, an incorrigible kafir, I calmly asked the king: 
‘Mtesa, you see this man whom you in your kindness made Munakulya. He, what 
does he know about religion? You see how little he knows of his own Koran and its 
teaching, and how I, a foreigner, have shown you they were babes. He, a drunkard, 
of whom all the Arabs are ashamed. He, a kafir, who eats the king’s meat which the 
Koran refuses, with whom a true Moslem would not mix. He, who calls you his god, 
and therefore denies the Islamic creed—which cries, ‘ There is no god but God ’—whom 
every true Moslem was bound by their creed to kill;—how dare that man teach you 
religion whom Mahommed will punish, whom Jesus despises, and whom even heathen- 
ism hates?’ Masudi went off in a rage, and the keepers at the gate, hearing of the 
affair, laughed at and poo-poohed him. After this the king ordered his people to keep 
the Sunday sacred, and ordered his flag to be hoisted on Sundays. Many private inter- 
views followed, and presents and a large tusk of ivory, 140 lbs.; this is the third put to 
the credit of the C. M.S. He wished me to go regularly into his private quarters, and 
appointed me to approach by the gate by which the Katikiro and Kimbugwe alone can 
approach majesty. But the state of our shamba and teaching at home and numerous 
other duties prevent me going to court every day. 

*‘T every day miss my Philip Mukasa that made such a noble stand—confession be- 
fore king and Katikoro—in the Masisi affair. Little he thought he would be so soon 
acknowledged as a confessor before God’s throne. Small-pox carried him off, and I 


mourn him. His wife, Sarah Nakimu, is a faithful, steady sister, and his boy Balamu 
(life) is a fine boy.’ 


Upper NIGER C. M. S. Misston.—The Niger Mission has long 
been the special field and charge of Bishop Crowther, assisted by two 
arch deacons—one his own son, and the other Rev. Henry John- 
son. The latter is in charge of the upper Niger field, and in a 
recent report to the C. M. S. he gives details from which a few ex- 


tracts will help to a better view of the character and progress of 
the work: 


Poison ORDEAL :—The prevalence of this cruel custom is 
brought to view in an attempt made by the Bishop and Archdeacon 
to dissuade the king from resorting to it. 

The Archbishop writes: 


‘‘ He would listen to nothing spoken against the practice of administering the sass- 
wood poison. Personal interest was all powerful here. ‘ Never, never,’ he said, his 
whole nature seeming to rise in opposition as he spoke; ‘ I shall never give it up; it ts 
my farm; implying that from it he was deriving a part of his revenue; as the law pro- 


vides that the king should have a fee from every one who wishes to administer the poi- 


son to another . . . If a man hates his neighbor, and wishes to revenge himself on 


him, he has but to accuse him before the authorities of witchcraft. The burden of dis- 


proving the charge rests with the accused, and he can only do so by drinking the poison, 
the usual consequence of which is death. 
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‘¢ T was at Onitsha on one occasion when a young man took his own mother forward to 
be tried for witchcraft. The poor woman in vain protested her innocence; she was com- 
pelled to drink the poison, and she died.”’ 


In evidence of the power and progress of the Gospel among a 
people so debased the Archdeacon mentions the following : 


“Only a few years ago the annual practice of expiating the sins of the country by 
dragging human beings two miles from the town to the river, used to be carried out pub- 
liclygwith all the attendant horror. The duty was usually performed by a person whose 
appearance justifies his being called a hermaphrodite. On the last known occasion 
when he publicly officiated, a poor little girl was the victim for sacrifice. In spite of the 
two miles’ dragging she was still breathing when they arrived at the waterside; and even 
attempted to fight with the executioner while he was pushing out to the deep. The 
hermaphrodite, hardened by practice, steeled his heart to the child’s struggles for free- 
dom, and coolly shattered her brains by repeated blows, and then drowned the lifeless 
- body. Last year the custom was observed stealthily, perhaps at night. This year there 
has not been even a talk about it, and it is not likely it will take place. Evidently the 
Gospel light is getting too strong for the eyes of the heathen, and even he is becoming 


ashamed of his own doings . . . Christianity is proving itself more than a match for 
the ancient faith of the country.” 


DasHES.—We are glad to see Archdeacon Johnson firmly set 
against all kinds ofbribes toinduce heathen to attend preaching servi- 
ces. This furnishing of secular inducements to draw the heathen tolis- 
ten to the truth is an evil which does much to misrepresent and 
belie the Gospel. Once effective on the minds of the heathen, they 
create a state of mind and heart, a selfish and worldly element, 
which inheres in them ever after, even when they become converts ; 
and becomes the hereditary passion of their children, and commu- 
nicates itself to every heathen whom they influence to come into 
the Christian churches. After long and earnest efforts at one of 
his stations to persuade the church members to do their duty in 
inviting and urging their heathen neighbors to come and hear the 
Gospel, Mr. Johnson asked the Christians present for their views 
on the subject. ‘The ieading man of the congregation advised 
that presents should be distributed, and said that without giving 
‘dashes’ it would be vain to expect the people to come to church. 
With this opinion all seemed to agree!” Mr. Johnson adds: 
“ When I heard this I could not tell whether to be angry or cry. 
However, I did neither, but spoke seriously and firmly of my de- 
termination never to give a single cowry to bribe any one to come 
to church. I said that whilst I should always be ready to help the 
poor according to my ability, whether they be Christians or not, I 
would never be guilty of giving anything to any one to induce 
him to come and hear the Word of God.” 

Archdeacon Johnson found his plan and logic effective, and 
was soon able to report his average morning audience 130, without 


~—— 


—— 


rr. 


| 
ai 
li 
i| 
| 
| 
Hi 


| 


4 


| 
{ > 
+ 
4 
‘ 
4 
‘ 
' 
i} J 
‘ 
‘ 
an 
| 
i 
‘ 
4 
| tia 
4 
A 
| 
4 
g 
¢ 
if. 
‘ 
> 
| 
4 
| 
4 
« 
ub 
4 
‘ 
= 
By 
4 
‘4 
q 


a - =) - 


d 
ar 


. - - 


114 The Misstonary Review. [ Marcu, 


“ dashes ;” and we wish all other Missions would resolutely try the 
same logic, and with like results. 


HuMAN SACRIFICES PREVENTED:—Archdeacon Johnson was 
engaged in a preaching service when news came of the death of 
the King Gbebe. He sent his assistant, Mr. Williams, at once to 
use his influence in the emergency, and writes: “ Before his arri- 
val human sacrifices had already commenced. A man was killed 
whose blood was used in washing all the vessels that King Akaia 
had been in the habit of handling, such as cups, calabashes, &c. 
all his slaves fled in every direction to hide themselves, knowing 
full well that they would be requested to accompany their master 
to the invisible world. There was a young woman, an Ibo, whom 
King Akaia had bought, and whom he called his goddess. It was 
well known to all, and to herself, too, that she was to be the chief 
victim at the funeral. She thereupon made no attempt to escape, 
but remained by the corpse alone, keeping watch over it. Mr. 
Williams, with two of the mercantile native agents on the spot, strove 
hard to prevent her and others from being killed. ‘To make along 
story short, they succeeded, after much pleading in extorting the 
consent of the chiefs to their request, and as a pledge of good faith, 
they handed over the young woman to the three, and she is now in 
our premises, under the guardianship of Mr. Williams. In her 
stead, a white goat was killed, and the blood used for the usual 
ceremonies. The surprise of the common people knew no bounds. 
Who had ever heard of human sacrifices not taking place at the 
death of a king!”’ 


MADAGASCAR :—The Queen of Madagascar has held a second 
public gathering, and addressed over 200,000 of her people. From 
her address, as reported by the Missionaries, we take the following 
extract: 


‘** I tell you, O solciers (for we are all soldiers now), that from the commencement 
of the French invasion, I have done all in my power to bring the war to an end; for 
although we have twice paid an indemnity to France, I have shown myself willing to 
yield to their demands in everything except what infringes upon my sovereignty and in- 
dependence, for it is extremely repugnant and grievous to me that your blood should be 
shed, But the French were unwilling, O soldiers, for they have demanded a third part 
of the island, a payment of $600,000, an indemnity for all losses of foreigners suffered 
during the war, notwithstanding the fact that it was not we who caused these losses, but 
they themselves ; for was it not they who caused the war, and that without any notice 
being given? But that is not all. I and my predecessors are treated by them with in- 
dignity. They say I am not Queen of Madagascar, but only Queen of Imerina! 

“ That, then, is what the French want before they are willing to cease hostilities, I 
have told you that, but you have refused to yield. I now have to say to you that I join 
with you inthe refusal . . . My duties as sovereign in this affair I have hitherto fulfilled, 
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and mean not to do otherwise in the future; for though I am a woman, I have the heart 
of a man, and am ready to rise and lead you against those who come to steal our coun- 
try from us.”’ 


Am. Boarp’s BiHE Mtssion:—It has so soon become evident 
that if the missionaries at Bailundu had removed to Bihé, when 
King’ Kwikwi ordered them to leave his territory, they would 
have met young Arnot there, and would at once have discomfitted 
the Portuguese trader, Bragga, and regained the favor of Kwikwi. 

Ina letter to one of the missionaries, Mr. Arnot writes from 
Bailundu, July 25: | 


** My heart was sad when I came and found things as they are, and also because of 
the shameful conduct of the trader who was the cause of your exile. 


‘** Chikulo, at whose town I am lodging, said he was glad I had come, as they were 
in a dilemma and did not know what to do or whether the trader’s words were true or 
false. I told him how indignant Sefior Porto was at their conduct, and said that unless 
the missionaries were brought back at once and all their goods restored to them, it would 
be a serious matter in the eyes of the white chiefs. He said that it was his desire to 
bring you all back. 


*« Just then the trader’s hammock came along. He was on his way to Bihé. Chi- 
kulo called him in. I explained to him my errand here, and asked him to say there and 
then what charge he had against those Americans. I never sawa man look more guilty 
as he muttered out: ‘I thought these men were Fews, and not Christian missionaries.’ 
I said that he would have to make known his mistake to Chikulo and the head men as- 
sembled. He did so, and told them that he was satisfied from what I had said that 
these men were harmless. 


‘‘All the Bailundus present expressed loudly their indignation at the way the trader 
had robbed them of their white men who were their friends. They put the entire blame 
upon the trader, All your scholars gave me a warm welcome, bringing loads of books, 
etc., belonging to you for my inspection. I told them to take care of them until your 
return. The purport of this letter is to tell you in Chikulo’s name to come back to your 
houses and goods, The Bailundus have nothing against you. If you should think fit 
to go to Bihé, Sefior Porto will welcome you heartily. He says that the old house of 
Baptista, at Belmont, is at your service. I also saw the chief of Bihé, who said he is 
sorry you left his country, and hopes you will soon return, So far as I know, the things 
you left there are all safe. I will remain here till the messengers return, 


“IT sincerely hope to see the faces of some of you. I will return then to Belmont 
for my people and goods left there, and will start again for Benguela, meanwhile ‘ hold- 
ing the fort at Bailundu’ until] you return, The devil is not to have it all his own way 
this time.” 


> 


On receipt of this letter from Mr. Arnot, it seems Rev. and 
Mrs. Sanders, then at Chivula, resolved to return to Bihé as soon 
as they could obtain carriers. Mr. and Mrs. Walters were at Ben- 
guela. Later Rev. Mr. and Mrs. Sanders returned, cn route to 
Bihe, and Kwikwi desires them to remain at Bailundu. 
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West AFRriIcA:—We see it stated, on German authority, that 
France owns goo miles of the West Coast of Africa; England, 850, 
or, with the Niger delta (claimed) 1,300; Portugal, 800; Liberia, 
350; Germany, 750, and natives the remaining 900 miles. 


Rum FoR AFrRIcA:—According to the Boston Traveller, the 
largest cargo of rum ever shipped from the United States—150,- 
000 gallons—sailed recently from Boston for West Africa, to de- 
base the poor idolaters of that land still more grievously. 

How ignominiously this act of our Boston merchants con- 
trasts with the noble conduct of the African Lakes Co., acting as a 
trading and transit agency on the Zambesi, Shira, and Lake Ny- 
assa to the Tanganyika, who allow no liquors on their ships ! 


RECENT GERMAN ACQUISITIONS IN WESTERN AFRICA:—Mr. 
Cust writes to the C. Lutelligencer :— 


‘* The annexations made by Germany on the West Coast of Africa are to be hailed 
with satisfaction. The friends of the C. S. M. well know the sterling value of the Ger- 
man missionaries of Barmen, Berlin, and Bremen, and the German-speaking mission- 
aries of Basle in Switzerland. The German merchant belongs to an honest law-abiding, 
conscientious class, who seek to make profit in an honorable way. The places annexed 
are found on Kiepert’s map to be— 

I. Between Quitta and Great Popo, on the Slave Coast, W est Africa, north of 
the equator :—Bey Beach, Bagidah, Porto Seguro. 

II. In the Cameroons district, West Africa, north of the equator :—Dualla, Bell- 
town, Dide’s Town, Kink Akway’s Town, King William’s Town or Bimbie, 
Melimba, Little Batanga. 

III. On the coast of Namaqua-land, South Africa:—Angra Pequena, Cape Frio, 
Cape Cross Bay, Sandwich Harbor, Spencer Bay. 

It may be doubted whether German commerce will obtain any expansion, 
or the German nation any prestige, by these annexations. Had they been worth 
possessing, the English would have annexed them long ago. ‘They are but the leavings 
of those who have had the first pick. But the cause of Missions and civilization will 
distinctly gain by the introduction of a German element. We can forgive the absence 
of Free Trade as their weakness, but we do not forget their steadfast maintenance - 
of religious tolerance, which is their strength,”’ 


SELF SuPPORT.—*‘ All our workers shail depend on God and the people they 
serve for daily bread. They shall receive their salary in full from our Father in heaven 
after their arrival in the heavenly Jerusalem. I can get more workers and better on 
these terms than on any other.’”’—Aishop Taylor. 


ANOTHER Mission:—We are glac to see the Free Methodists 
are about sending Messrs. Kelley and Shemeld to establish a Mis- 
sion in Africa. 


East AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE:—This inhuman traffic is only 
scotched, not killed; so recently as last November (10th) H. M. Gun- 
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boat, Philomel, captured a dhow off Ras-el-Head with a hundred 
and fifty slaves of all ages in it. 


RaiLt Roaps :—We see Mr. Stevenson, of Glasgow, who gave 
$10,000 to make the road from Lake Nyassa to Tanganyika, is of- 


fering to buiid a railway along the rapids of the Shire where navi- 


gation is interrupted, to facilitate transit between the Zambesi and 
Lake Nyassa. 


VII. FOR THE CHILDREN—ULEDI AND HIS SUBSTITUTES. 


The poor Africans are much abused, and often treated as if 
they had no noble eiements of character, and were more like ani- 
mals than men. Mr. Stanley tells a story which shows quite the 
contrary. In his heroic journey across Africa, with his faithful 
band of followers, he arrived at Mowa, on the Congo river, sad, 
weary and anxious; for they had little food left, and their supply 
of beads and cloth for buying things of the natives was nearly used 
up. He was therefore much distressed, one day, to discover that 
a large bag had been opened, and nearly all the beads stolen! and 
still more grieved to find, on inquiry, that the culprit was Uledi, the 
coxswain of the boat—a brave, generous man, much beloved by the 
others, several of whom he had rescued from drowning. 

A council was called to determine what should de done to the 
man who had committed such a crime, and at such a time, when 
the lives of all depended on these stores. “It is a hard case,” said 
Manwa Sera, when urged to give his views of the matter ; “ for this 
is Uledi, whom we all love; had it been another, I would have said 
we should hang a great stone to his neck, and pitch him into the 
river. But it is Uledi; let him receive a thorough flogging, to de- 
ter others from repeating the crime.” Many agreed to this, and 
cried out for “ flogging.’ Then Stanley turned to the boat’s crew, 
and said, ‘“‘ Now, you boys, who know Uledi so well, and have fol- 
lowed him through a hundred rough scenes, speak, what shall be 
done with him?” Mpwapwa, one of the most reliable and steady 
men, replied: “ Well, Master, it is a hard question, Uledi is like our 
elder brother; but I think he should be beaten—only, master, for our 
sakes, beat him just a “ittle/’’ Another, who had special reason to 
be grateful to the culprit, assented to this, but added touchingly, 
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“ Remember, it is Uledi.” Shumari, Uledi’s younger brother, a 
kind-hearted boy, was next appealed to, and, after pleading earnest- 
ly, concluded by saying, “But please, master, as the chiefs say he 
must be flogged, gzve me half of 7t; and knowing it is for Uledi’s 
sake, I shall not feel it.” Last of all, the question was put to Say- 
wa, his cousin, who threw himself at Stanley’s feet, and said, ‘“‘ The 
master is wise: all things that happen he writes ina book. The 
master forgets nothing. Perhaps if he looks in his book he may 
see something about Uledi: how he saved many men; how he 
worked harder than any; how he has been the first to listen to your 
voice always ; how he has been the father of the boat-boys. Uledi 
is my cousin. If, as the chiefs think, he must be punished, Shu- 
mari says he will take half the punishment, then give Saywa the 
other half, and set Uledi free.” Stanley could not but consent to 
these touching requests, and said, ‘‘ Uledi, by the voice of the peo- 
ple is condemned ; but as Shumari and Saywa have promised to take 
the punishment on themselves, Uledi is free!” and feeling unable to 
punish the two substitutes, added, “‘Shumari and Saywa are par- 
doned.” Uledi, on being released, came forward penitent and 
humbled by the conduct ofthe two generous-hearted boys. “It was 
the devil which entered into Uledi’s heart. Uledi will be good in 
future ; and if he pleased his master before, he will please his mas- 
ter much more in time to come.” 


‘* Thus Jesus took the sinners’ place, 

To set the sinner free: 

And God provided, by His grace, 
A substitute for me. 

Then, Lord, released from Satan’s power, 
In humble, joyful love, 

Help me to serve Thee every hour, 
My gratitude to prove.” 


VIII. AN OPEN LETTER. 


“FACTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE RE-APPOINTMENT OF J. S. W.” 


To the Rev. Davin Irvine, D.D. , Secretary of the Presbyterian 
Board of Foreign Missions. 


Dear Brother Irving :—Your printed paper, with the heading 
quoted above, dated ‘New York, May, 1884,” and over your initi- 
als, “ D. I.” , has just come to hand. It awakens some thoughts, a 
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few of which it seems well to express to you and the rest of our 
readers. As I recall past years of only pleasant correspondence 
and intercourse with you, I feel afresh “how hard it is to criticise 
a friend.” But involved in this case is the cause of Foreign Missions, 
dearer than earthly friendships, more sacred than any worldly 
interest. My firet thought is, 


1. Why did you not send me this paper, (if at all,) last May, 
when you first printed it, and distributed it in General Assembly ? 
What was your motive in keeping me ignorant of it all these 
months? You know me to be a member of the Synod of India, 
and deeply interested in this case. 


2. Why did you not sign your full name to this paper, as Sec- 
retary of the Presbyterian Foreign Board? Was it because you 
had not shown it to the members of the Board and obtained their 
approval? And did you feel assured that your initials would have 
the same weight with the members of the Assembly, leading them 
to infer that it had the full sanction of the Board, while, in case 
your paper’s statements should be found incorrect, and some of 
them absolutely false, it would be easier to excuse it, as having only 
the initials of ome of the secretaries, and no approval of the Board 
itself? Ought you not, in common honesty,to have stated in it 
that you prepared and distributed it in Assembly, only on your own 
personal responsibility, not that of the Board? 


If memory serves me, some of the brethren in India com- 
plained of Bro. Lowrie for this same practice. Some of his papers, 
to bias minds, and create a division in the Mission band, then 
so united, he sent, not signed manfully by his full name, nor offi- 
cially, as secretary, but with his initials only, “J. C. L.” And not 
only so, but he sent them jst to chosen men, whom he evidently 
hoped to make partisans to his views, before the other members of the 
Mission should have opportunity to influence them; so that some 
complained that those papers were circulating among the brethren 
many months before they knew of them, and could take measures 
to counteract their misstatements, and the wrong views and preju- 
dices by which they encouraged and incited divided counsels in the 
Missions. And then as this woful controversy, thus incited and 
begun, went on, the volume of correspondence shows the difficulty 
was complicated by the question as to what was private, and what 
official correspondence ; just as though secretaries of such a Mission 
Board have a right to send such papers and letters to influence 
minds and compass their personal aims, without first gaining for 
them the approval of the board; and then having divided the Mis- 
Sionaries and gained their object by these papers and letters un- 
sanctioned by, and unknown to, the Board, declare them to have been 
private and unofficial, and therefore no part of the Boards’ action ; 
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and yet take the facts and results produced by them, and make 
these the basis of the action they seek, and induce the Board, or 
two or three of its members, to vote as they desire; and then, as 
the climax of their diplomacy, declare the action taken to have 
been wholly the Board’s action, not at all theirs—the Secretaries’-— 
for they, dear simple-minded honest men, are “ the merest clerks,” 
not members of the Board, and having no voice or vote in its pro- 
ceedings! Alas! for this work of Missions! What a demonstra- 
tion your diplomacy furnishes of the fact that your Board is a 
mere nominis umbra—a screen between you and the Church and 
Christian public, enabling you to accomplish zm zts name and under 
its shadow, acts you would never dare attempt, on your own responsi- 
bility ! 

But let us look at some of the statements you have made in this 
paper. In the first sentence you say: “The pamphlet entitled, 
‘Correspondence,’ etc., has been sent, on the authority of its compiler, 
Rev. D. Herron, to the different commissioners, who constitute this 
body.” 

Let me assure you this is a mistake, on your part, my brother, 
or something worse. The copies of that correspondence, sent to the 
Commissioners, I sent to them myself, with not one word of authority, 
or wish even, from Rev. D. Herron. They came to me from your 
Mission Rooms, and, I have no doubt, with your knowledge and 
approval. I read one of them, in part, with intense pain and sorrow, 
that you and Bro. Lowrie could have so resisted the proper, com- 
petent and legitimate action of acourt of Christ’s Church, and thereby 
have caused such a bitter and injurious controversy between you 
and the brethren in India. As the action of the General Assembly 
of 1883, in this case, had been wise and righteous, indirectly ad- 
ministering a deserved rebuke to you and Bro. Lowrie for the part 
you had taken in opposing the action of the Saharanpur Presby- 
tery and inducing the Furrukabad Presbytery to receive its de- 
posed member, in direct violation of your and their Presbyterian 
standards—as that Assembly had even sent a mandate to the latter 
Presbytery to correct its action in the case; as this just action of that 
Assembly of 1883 gave me good reason to believe the wrong you 
and Bro. Lowrie had compassed was in process of being righted, I 
put the pamphlets aside, hoping and praying there might be no oc- 
casion for their use. 

But when I found you and Bro. Lowrie, instead of yielding to the 
righteous action of the Assembly of 1883, were persisting in your un- 
righteous course, making your influence so felt in India that the Fur- 
rukhabad Presbytery disobeyed the Assembly’s mandate, and were 
about to appeal to the Assembly of 1884 to undo the action of 1883 
and recall that mandate, my love of justice, nor less my love to this 
sacred work of Missions, and my loyalty to the Church and her divine 


| 
i= 
a 
Te. 
th? 
4 
1 
| 
is 
a 
rd 
1 } 
Rit 
tsa 
Ky 
| 
wal 


1885. ] An Open Letter. 


Head, all impelled me to place that correspondence in the hands of 
the assembling commissioners. I much regret that I was too late 
to gain for it a thorough perusal in time to influence the action of 
the Assembly; and still more do I regret that the diplomacy re- 
sorted to by you and Bro. Lowrie prevented a proper consideration 
and understanding of the case in that Assembly (of 1884). 

2. Your second sentence is: ‘‘ This matter was also before the 
last Assembly [1883] when another pamphlet was paraded be- 
fore that court, through a representative of his.” Does not this 
sentence reveal your intense and unjustifiable partisanship? Is it 
for you, my brother, to say what shall come before General As- 
sembly, and what not? And will the assembly tolerate such as- 
sumption in one of the secretaries of its Foreign Board? Was not 
that pamphlet “a complaint” in due and proper form and spirit, 
from the Saharanpur Presbytery to General Assembly? And was 
not Bro. Morrison, who brought it, duly commissioned by his 
Presbytery, and authorised by the Saharanpur Presbytery? Is it 
competent for a secretary cf the Presbyterian Foreign Board to 
write in such terms of one of its faithful Missionaries, and of a legiti- 
mate complaint to the General Assembly, of a church court in the 
Missions, under his care ? 

3. Your third sentence is an attempt to represent this whole 
trouble to bea personal difficulty ‘‘ between Messrs. Herron and 
Woodside.” If this were true, would it justify you and Bro. 
Lowrie in such partisanship of one against the other? But at the 
outset of this trouble did not the whole Lodiana Mission take 
action, and send it to the Board in New York, declaring that Mr. 
Woodside, with his directorship of tea plantations, and with other 
secular enterprises in hand, did so little Mission work that, in their 
view, he ought not to be supported by a Mission Board? Can you 
reduce this to a personal difficulty between Messrs. W. and H.? 
Did not you and your Board, in 1879, summarily dismiss Mr. 
Woodside from the Board, in part, because he had bought land and 
property in various localities with Mission funds, but had taken the 
deeds in his own name, and would not make over the properties to 
the Board at your bidding? Is not this fact of his dismissal re- 
corded in your annual printed report of the Board? And can you 
reduce ¢hzs to “a personal difficulty between Messrs. W. and H.”? 
Is not such an attempt, on your part, quite as *‘ false an issue” as 
you charge upon Mr. Herron for publishing, verbatim et litera- 
tim, some of your and his brethren’s letters, if indeed he has 
done so? 

4. You say: “ Many statements in this pamphlet rest on mere 
surmises and suspicions that are groundless; others are based on 
unjust inferences, and letters are wanting that would meet many of 
these misstatements and erroneous charges.” | 
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If the accusation you here make is true, my brother, ought 
you not to do all you can to have the proper church authorities call 
this whole band of your missionaries to trial, and impose proper 
discipline? and if false, ought not the same authorities to summon 
you to trial for such a libel on the best, oldest and ablest foreign 
missionaries of the Presbyterian Church? Is a Mission secretary 
competent to libel a large band of such missionaries in such terms 
as you here use, with impunity? Can the Foreign Missions of 
the Presbyterian Church prosper under a secretary who brings such 
charges against a large body of missionaries under his care, and 
prints and circulates them to all their friends and brethren in christ- 
endom? Have we not here, abundant reason for the terrible bar- 
renness of spiritual results in your India Missions, the past few 
years; involving a loss of 129 communicants in their churches the 
past year alone? Can you hope for spiritual results in the work of 
missionaries writhing under such libelous charges made by their 
own secretary in christendom, from his position of commanding in- 
fluence with the hundred thousands of their brethren in the home 
churches? 

5. You accuse Mr. Herron and his friends “of making false 
issues in the circulation of this pamphlet, as if it contained the 
views of the writers at this time, when the very opposite is the 
case.” 

Who of these writers has changed his views? Name one of 
them if you can! Your own letters occupy some 18 pages of this. 
pamphlet. Have you changed your views? You quote a minute 
and resolution adopted last Nov. by the Lodiana Mission (16 mem- 
bers present). Is there a word in that minute or resolution declar- 


ing a change of views? Ido not find such a word. Rev. John 


Newton, (some 50 years in India) moved the resolution you quote, 
and neither he nor his three sons joined Bro. Ullmann in his noble 
protest against allowing the deposed Mr. W—. a seat in Synod. 
And yet Bro. Newton had sat with the Saharanpur Presbytery on 
the trial, and voted to depose Mr. W—. Had he and his sons and 
the other Missionaries who did not join in Bro. Ullmann’s protest, 
changed their views, as you affirm? Shortly after the last General 
Assembly, conversing with one of these sons, Rev. Edward New- 
ton, then recently from India, I reminded him of what his father 
and brother had written, and of the fact that his father had been 
one of those who voted to depose Mr. Woodside, and asked him 
if his father and brothers had changed their views? His reply 
was a decided “ No.” That ‘‘ Mr. W—. was properly deposed and 
unworthy to be regarded as a minister of the Gospel.” I asked, 
Then why did not your father, your brothers and you yourself join in 
Bro. Ullmann’s protest? He replied, in substance “I was not 
present in Synod. Some, doubtless, were posed by the Rulings of Gen- 
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eral Assembly [Moore’s Digest pp. 181 and 182] quoted as for- 
bidding a Synod to exclude from a seat any members of its Pres- 
byteries,* and some doubtless felt that their testimony against Mr. 
W—. had been so repeatedly placed on record in the minutes of the 
Missions, and in correspondence with the Board, that their responsi- 
bility had been fully met. 

That Rev. John Newton had abundant reason to feel so, is 
obvious from his written statement, on learning that you and 
Bro. Lowrie, despite all the facts of the case, and in conflict with 
your own printed rules forbidding you to send “an ordained 
minister to foreign missions without the recommendation of Azs 
Presbytery,” had reappointed Mr. W—. He then wrote: “ (1) 
The Board has manifestly misunderstood Mr. W—’s case. (2) 
Dr. Irving has got an entirely wrong impression about the state of 
the Mission, where, so far as I know, the utmost harmony prevails.” 
Please note, my brother, this incidental testimony of your consid- 
erate and oldest Missionary that the sad divisions and dissensions 
in that mission have resulted from your and Bro. Lowrie’s persist- 
ent attempt to force that deposed Mr. W. uponthem. Mr. Newton 
continues: ‘‘(3) The notes of the brethren who preceded me, in 
remarking on Dr. Irving’s letter, contain a body of facts which the 
Board ought by all means to be acquainted with, &c.” Please 
note, brother, what you have pronounced to be “ groundless sur- 
mises and suspicions, misstatements and erroneous charges,’ Dr. 
Newton calls ‘a body of facts.” 

Again Mr. Newton writes: “they [the Board] must know by 
this time that personal animosity has nothing to do with the treat- 
ment Mr. W— has received.” Place this, my brother, by the side 
of your unworthy attempt to represent this prolonged and ruinous 
controversy between you and the brethren in India, as a mere 
“ personal difficulty between Messrs. W. and H.” In regard to 
your action in sending Mr. W. back to the Mission in India, 
generally spoken of as the action of the Board, though I am 
credibly informed that it was sanctioned by no proper quorum of the 


Board, and your brother, the third Secretary, expressed himself 


utterly amazed by it, Mr. Newton wrote: “ If that action stands, no 
one can foresee the evils which may result from it. If the 
Furrukhabad Presbytery should receive Mr. W— in spite of his 
deposition by his own Presbytery, (which is a part of the Board's 


*The wrong involved in quoting and applying these rulings to Mr. W—. who had 
been regularly deposed by his Presbytery, and unlawfully received into the Furruk- 
habad Presbytery, when they were originally made and applied in case of those who 
had been properly received by their Presbyteries, and never been placed on trial forany 
offense whatever, is obvious to any thoughtful mind. They could have posed no one, 
only by quoting them without mentioning the cases to which they were originally applied, 
(see this Review Vol. VII, p. 240, Note) as they seem to have been quoted in the Synod. 
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plan); [Note this testimony that your plan to resist and crush the 
Saharanpur Presbytery, and induce the Furrukhabad Presbytery to 
receive the deposed Mr. W—. was seen and understood by the 
brethren in India at this early stage (Oct. 1880) of this prolonged 
and disastrous controversy | the matter will certainly come under 
review by the Synod; and if the Synod should confirm it, (which, how- 
ever, is not probable) I judge, by what has been said by some of 
the members, that it will not be settled without an appeal to the 
General Assembly. But if the matter should in any way come 
before the General Assembly, and all the facts of the case be pub- 
lished, not only would the Board be astonished by the revelations 
made, but an excitement might be created in the Church such as 
could not be quelled till the cause of Missions had suffered griev- 
ously in the confidence and sympathy of its supporters.” 

Has not this apprehension of dear Bro. Newton been sadly 
realized? Is it possible for the thousands of pastors, elders and 
churches, which support the Missions of your Board, to feel confi- 
dence in your administration, after seeing so clearly, as they now 
must, that you have violated your printed rules, reversed the action 
of one of your Mission Presbyteries, induced another Presbytery 
to receive the deposed Mr. W. in violation of the Church’s stand- 
ards ; that you originated and prolonged five or six years this bit- 
ter controversy, dividing and alienating your Missionary brethren 
in India, and setting back the tide of spiritual progress, so that 88 
American workers, with some 200 native preachers and helpers, 
expending in the last two years $240,487.32 in this, formerly, fruit- 
ful Mission, have ended these two years with 126 less communi- 
cants in their churches than they had at their beginning! Is it 
possible that these pastors and churches, after seeing all these la- 


-mentable facts so clearly revealed and fully confirmed, can longer 


feel confidence in your administration? And in face of the above 
statements of the Rev. John Newton, never retracted or modified by 
him, do you, my brother, dare affirm that he has changed his views? 
Note here, that we are dealing, not in criticism, but in stern facts. 
And just here it may be well to mention another fact which 
comes out distinctly in one of Bro. Newton’s letters. It is that 
(to use his own words): “‘ Dr. Irving condemns the proceedings of 
the Presbytery ” deposing Mr. W.— that you went so far as to write 
to Drs. Morrison, Newton,and Ullmann, your three oldest and ablest 
missionaries in India, who had sat on the trial of Mr. W. as cor- 
responding members of the Saharanpur Presbytery, and sustained its 
action in deposing Mr. W., “that you even wrote to these noble work- 
ers, “ You had no business there.’ Now, my brother, let me serious- 
ly ask, what business had you to condemn the proceedings of 
any court of Christ’s church? How, when and by whom have you 
been clothed with such ecclesiastical authority ? And what business 
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had you to abuse your faithful missionaries, 77 such terms, for sit- 
ting as consultative members of any court of Christ’s Church where 
they felt the interests of the Mission and the service of Christ 
called them? In all love and charity I submit to every Presby- 
terian pastor and elder, and to all the supporters of your Board, and 
to your own conscience as well, that in thus condemning the Pres- 
bytery and your faithful missionaries for an ecclesiastical act wholly 
outside of your jurisdiction, you committed an offence, which your 


Church cannot omit to discipline without serious damage to her - 


public character and influence, and to her own self-respect. 

And note, too, how this bitter controversy, with all its dis- 
astrous results to the Church and her Missions, is shown here, by 
this unimpeachable testimony, to be the work of you and Bro. 
Lowrie, in attempting to overrule this ecclesiastical action, and per- 
sisting in your unrighteous course to the present time. 

6. Again, you call in question Mr. Herron’s right to take 
“copies of Mission letters,” etc., and print them in this pamphlet. 

I do not wonder you regret that some of the facts in this cor- 
respondence have been brought to light; as, for instance, the fact 
testified to so distinctly by Bro. Newton, and the others, that you 
and Bro. Lowrie are alone responsible for this long and corroding 
controversy and its lamentable results. But if we adopt your view 
that Mr. Herron was wrong in thus using the official correspon- 
dence that came into his hands, in regular course, can we justify 
you for the same act. “Thou that preachest a man should not 
steal, dost thou steal?” Rom. ii: 21. All the correspondence in 
this pamphlet is printed in proper connection, and without note or 
comment. In this paper of yours, you quote from different mis- 
sionaries, Paris of letters and paragraphs, garbling, interpreting, and 
making inferences from them as you please, from some of them 
drawing inferences entirely fa/se, as I will demonstrate to your own 
Satisfaction. 

But, {1) first, let us look at the use Mr. Herron made (as you 
say) of these official letters. They were all about a matter vital to 
the work and spiritual interests of the Mission. In these, Mr. Her- 
ron had a common interest with all the other brethren. The docu- 
ment, consisting of the letters, became a circular, travelling from 
brother to brother, through the whole band of missionaries ;— what 
impropriety in each one’s keeping a copy of his own views as he 
penned them, and of his taking a copy of any or all the other’s views, 
and using them as he might find occasion? While a missionary 
in India scores of such circulating documents came to me 
from my brethren, and of such as involved any vital interests of the 
Mission I never failed to take and keep copies, both of my own 
statements and of those of my brethren. I felt it to be the course 
of true wisdom, and still feel so. The only wrong involved is in 
garbling and misapplying, as you have done in this paper. 
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In this connection let me recall to your mind a few things 
somewhat familiar to you. You remember that in 1854—5 the Rev. 
Dr. Anderson, then secretary of the Am. Board, came to India, 
“with full power and authority,” and with a fixed purpose, to 
break up the schools and make changes in the Missions. Every 
man of us (some dozen) then in that Board’s Maratha Missions, had 
used his best logic and appeals in behalf of the schools, in two 
series of circular documents, and in words and terms the most 


‘ earnest and effective the English language could supply us. These 


arguments and appeals, in which we missionaries were a uzz¢, con- 
vinced Dr. A. that he could not break up our schools and effect 
the other changes without coming to India himself. They con- 
vinced him also that he must come “clothed with full power and 
authority ’’ by the board, and even then must bring into exercise 
his very best skill in diplomacy. We missionaries were all sum- 
moned to meet him at Ahmednuggur, at great loss of time and 
enormous expense. At the opening of our first session, Dr. A. 
read to us a carefully prepared document, in which he made his 
“full power and authority” prominent, and proceeded to tell us 
what the Board (Dr. A.) would tolerate, and what not. One sen- 
tence has remained so distinctly in my mind all these years that I 
venture to quote it, thus: “ /f you cannot do without your schools here 
in Western India, we will give up our Missions here, and send our 
men and money to China or some other field.’ In terms even more 
absolute, Dr. A., in this document, gave us distinctly to understand 
that any man of us who did not yield to his views, would be djs- 
missed from the Board, unless he resigned of his own accord. Of 
course, the weak men of our Mission caved in. One remarked: “I 
thought my schools necessary, but if Dr. A. says they are not, I will 
give them up.” But what of that first document, which compelled 
the subsequent action? Were any of us missionaries allowed to 
have it, or a copy of it? Never! One brother asked to see it for 
a little, and pleaded so importunately that Dr. A. let him take it, 
charging him that it must not be copied; and the brother heeded 
the charge so far as to copy only one sentence. But when he re- 
turned it, Dr. A. questioned him so sternly whether he copied any 
of it, that he felt constrained to admit he had copied one sentence ; 
whereupon Dr. A. demeaded and obtained the copied sentence. 
Has that document ever been published? Not to my knowl- 
edge. Does this procedure meet your approval? Do you desire 
to compass your aim, even to the destruction of a Mission Presby- 
tery, or forcibly changing the views of the majority of a large band 
of missionaries, and then suppress the official letters and means by 
which you effected your object? If so, would you not have been 
wiser to have taken the same course Dr. A. did? But I have not | 
yet reached my point in this narative. You are aware that some 
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of us missionaries ventured to argue, entreat and plead for our 
schools, despite the threats of that document. And when all proved 
useless, though in tears and grief we obeyed Dr. A’s. arbitrary or- 
der and dismissed our schools, to the sad loss and injury of our 
Mission work; you are aware that I still exercised the right of 
appeal to the Home Committe of the Am. Board—that my appeal 
was heard, and my schools were restored to me in statu quo; but 
that Dr. A. never forgave me for this, and biding his time, he man- 
aged to abandon my Mission at Kolapoor, under pretence of lack 
of funds to carry it on; and that, too, when he was planning to be- 
gin another zew Mission at Sholapoor, at double the expense. 

You remember that about this time I was so unwise as to 
make a book, entitled ‘“‘ Mission SCHOOLS IN INDIA;” that in this 
book, among other things, | showed by quotations from Dr. A., 
that he himself, as secretary, had taken the lead in advising and 
urging the missionaries to establish the very schools which he 
came to India, at such enormous expense, (more than $10,000) to 
destroy; and that, in previous years, when the funds of the Am. 
Board were so low that some of the schools of the same kind had 
to be dismissed, Dr. A. had had printed in the Missionary Herald 
lamentations sad and woful, enough to move all pious hearts in 
Christendom, to give money to reéstablish them. I showed that my 
schools, in the Kolapoor Mission, had never cost the home funds of 
the Am. Board a farthing, and hence that Dr. A.’s interdict of them 
was a wanton and needless exercise of arbitrary power. I showed, 
also, that of our whole band of missionaries in Western India, every 
man of us had ever had the strongest posssible convictions in favor 
of these schools. How did I show this? simply by printing in my 
book those two series of documents, made up of the letters of all of 
us missionaries, with their burning logic and touching appeals. In 
doing this did I not perpetrate just such a crime as you charge on 
Mr. Herron? Was it a crime? 

Dr. A., with that document which he never permitted to see 
the light, had compelled all the missionaries, who would yield to 
compulsion, to write out and endorse his views as their own, to 
state 4zs reasons and abolish the schools, as the reason and the act 
of the whole band of us missionaries; (though a minority of us 
firmly resisted to the end) and then, when he returned to America, 
he told the committee and the Am. Board that the missionaries 
themselves had taken the action, and he used these papers to con- 
firm his statements. He even got, from all the missionaries who 
would sign it, a testimonial, thanking him for coming to India, tes- 
tifying to the great pleasure and profit they had received from his visit, 
and so worded as to help confirm the impression he desired, that 
+he only gave advice, and all the action taken was that of the mis- 
Sionaries themselves! Did he get permission from the writers of 
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these papers,to publish them? Not at all. When the subscribers 
of that testimonial saw it in print, they expressed their astonish- 
ment, and some of them, their indignation. Is not here a crime far 
greater than you charge on Mr. Herron. 

Was I wrong in quoting from Dr. A.’s published letters posi- 
tive evidence that he had urged the missionaries to establish the 
very schools he afterwards forced them to abolish? Was I wrong 
in printing these life-long convictions and earnest appeals of all my 
brethren in the Maratha Missions, and of some of those in the 
Madura and Ceylon Missions, when pleading for those schools? 
You and Bro. Lowrie did not seem to think so, when you so kindly 
and warmly congratulated me on the character and contents of that 
book—Bro. Lowrie telling me that it had interested him so intensely 
that he had read every word of it. You expressed not a word of 
disapproval for the use I had made of those official letters of my 
brethren, without asking their consent. You evidently took the 
same view of them then that I did, viz, that to use such official let- 
ters 7m extenso,as you now accuse Mr. Herron of having done, 
without garbling them, or perverting their meaning, or in any way 
misapplying them, not only involves no wrong, but is absolutely 
necessary in the interest of truth and justice. It is the only way 
to counteract the cruel injustice involved in the use of such docu- 
ments which you, and Dr. A., have made. 

From the above references to Dr, A. let no one fancy I cherish 
any unkind feeling towards him. He wronged the cause of Mis- 
sions by enforcing his changed views, to such an extent that any 
wrong to me, personally, sinks into utter insignificance. And if the 
dear saint has found rest in the “ Home of the Holy,” as we may 
well believe, and is permitted still to watch the progress of this blessed 
work of Missions, I cannot doubt he rejoices in all that is said and 
done to correct his mistakes in their conduct, and to prevent like 
mistakes in future. Of the effect of the book, ‘‘ Mission SCHOOLS 
IN INDIA,” at the time it was published, you are doubtless aware. 
It was reviewed quite at length in this country, and elsewhere, and 
so favorably, especially in Scotland, that dear Dr. A. undertook to 
correct the impression produced by it; as may be seen by his long 
letter to Dr. Robert Candlish, (if still extant). But Dr. Candlish 
seemed to prefer Dr. A.’s views, as found in his letters of a previous 
date, and accorded scant credit for the new views he had adopted— 
much less for the way he forced them on the acceptance of the 
missionaries in India. But how did my brethren in India treat the 
book? Here isa point that brings out action so analogous to the 
action of the sixteen members of the Lodiana Mission, which you 
quote, that I must not omit to mention it. They regretted that 
those documents, so full of their own earnest convictions and plead- — 
ings for the schools, had appeared in print. Perhaps they felt too 
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keenly, but they seemed to think, “‘ Now, the other missionaries in 
India and all our friends at home, will see from these documents 
what our real convictions were, and many will think we did not re- 
sist arbitrary authority as resolutely and manfully as became us.” 
Be their feelings and thoughts whatever they were, they took action 
very similar to that of the Lodiana Mission, and published it. 

The missionaries of the other societies in India, and intelligent 
laymen, as well, looked at their action and—smiled! Theyall wanted 
to see the book. What with the help of this action of my brethren, 
and the help of Dr. A.’s letter to Dr. Candlish, and other favoring 
circumstances, the demand for the book increased, and several edi- 
tions were called for in a few months. Of the avails, I had the 
pleasure of using $1,000 in building my church in Kolapoor—the 
church I gave your Board when I ieft the Mission. I have never 
thought to ask any return of that $1,000; but, as Bro. Field, of the 
N. Y. Evangelist, seems to have fears lest the MUsstonary Review 
may not properly pay its printers and editor, it may be well for us 
to remember this $1,000 in case of such emergency. 

7. You give the resolution passed by the sixteen members of 
the Lodiana Mission thus: “On motion of John Newton, ‘ Re- 
solved, that the publication by any member of the Mission of papers 
belonging to the Mission, and written for the use of the Mission or 
the Board alone, the publication of which might tend to injure the 
character of the writer, or the missionary cause, shall be held to be 
altogether unjustifiable, unless the measure is first authorized by 
the Mission.’ 

Now, it were easy to justify Mr. Herron in this case, from the 
very terms of this resolution. The “correspondence,” which you 
say he had printed, contains nothing tending to injure the character 
of any writer of it, unless, possibly, you secretaries feel injured, 
and the greater good yet to result from it to the missionary cause 
must far overbalance any possible injury to you or Bro. Lowrie. 
Indeed, it can be no real injury to any good man to have his mis- 
takes and wrong-doing pointed out. 

But waiving this point, what possible evidence have you in 
this resolution that any one of the writers of that “ correspondence” 
has changed his mind? If any one-of these sixteen members of 
the Lodiana Mission has been writing differently to you, or has 
been induced by you or Bro. Lowrie to suppress his views and 
convictions expressed in the “ correspondence,” then it is easy to. 
account for his dislike to see his former manly statements in 
print. It was much so with my brethren in India. And yet, as 
dear Dr. Wilson said of their resolution, “ Why, the dear brethren 
are smiting their own faces.” They could not deny or repudiate 
their letters and convictions, they could not say they had changed 
their own views, and they did not like to say they had suppressed 
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their real views and convictions under the force of Dr. A.’s au- 


thority, however manifest this had become. That they had not 
changed their real convictions at all, is unmistakably demonstrated 
by the fact that as soon as they felt it safe, they began to revive 
their schools, and have continued to resume them, till now they 
have more schools than they had when Dr. A. abolished them; and 
have resumed the boarding character, and the teaching of English, 
both of which Dr. A. interdicted. 

Before you again affirm that the missionaries, who wrote much 
of this “ correspondence ”’ have changed their views, had not you 
and Bro. Lowrie better renew your efforts, and bring a pressure 
severe enough to induce them themselves to say they have changed? 
You seem to have accomplished this in case of one or two whom 
you quote, if, indeed, they were ever of the same views as the ma- 
jority; butif you ever succeedin inducing the worthy men, who have 
taken the only right position in regard to your unlawful treatment 
and destruction of the Saharanpur Presbytery, to avow a change in 
their views expressed in this correspondence, you will bring a still 
greater calamity on your Missions, and deeper disgrace on your ad- 
ministration of them. 

This inference you make from the resolution of the Lodiana 
Mission, the very Mission first to condemn Mr. W. as unworthy of 
your support, is one of the /a/se inferences to which | have already 
referred. But there is another in this immediate connection, and 
the one I promised to demonstrate to your own Satisfaction, as I 
will now try to do. 

8. In the next sentence to this resolution, you say: “ In spite 
of this decided statement of the Mission, adverse to Mr. Herron’s 
act, he sets at dehance their judgment and their virtual condemna- 
tion of his course, and sends, through a friend in this country and 
in league with him, this very correspondence,” &c. 

(1) Now I have already assured you that Mr. Herron never sent 
those pamphletstome. They were evidently sent to your Mission 
House in New York, addressed to some other party, and my address 
was put upon them by you, or some other person at your office. 

(2) But note your language more carefully. Yousay: “In spite 
of this decided statement of the Mission. . . Mr. Herron sets at 
defiance their judgment,’ &c. Now look at the date of “this de- 
cided statement of the Mission.” You give it yourself by saying, 
“at its annual meéting in Nov. /as¢.”’ As you wrote, printed, and 
distributed this paper to the members of General Assembly in May, 
1884, and the paper itself bears this date, your words, ‘“‘ November 
last,” limit the date of “this decided statement of the Lodiana Mis- 
sion” to November 1883. Now, when did you send the pamphlets 
from 23 Centre street, New York, to me here in Princeton, N. J. 
They reached me very soon after the meeting of Gen. Assembly in 
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1883, either in May or early in June, 1883. Of course they must 
have been sent from India months earlier. Do you not see the 
“fix” in which you have placed yourself, my brother? You have 
accused your aged and faithful missionary, Mr. Herron, of setting 
‘‘at defiance the judgment of the Lodiana Mission,” in “this decided 
statement ’”’ (made by said Mission in Nov., 1883,) by an act, which, 
if done at all by Mr. Herron, was done szx months or a year before 
that “judgment” existed! A resolution adopted in Nov., 1883, 
set at defance by Mr. Herron six months or a year defore it was 
adopted? And on this /a/se inference you base your /de/ of Mr. 
Herron, and vent your malice against him! 

Now, one of two things is manifest here. You either uttered 
this libel knowingly, purposely, and with malice prepense, trusting 
your brethren of the Assembly had so much confidence in you that 
they would not notice or compare these dates; or that if they did, 
they would wink at your diplomacy ;—or else you carelessly, stupid- 
ly, if you please, overlooked these dates, and thus uttered the libel 
ignorantly and without malice. “Take whichever horn of this di- 
lemma you please, my brother.- If you take the latter, you will 
hasten to repent before God and seek forgiveness from the brother 
you have so cruelly libelled. If you take the former, then, are you 
not amenable to your Church courts, and to the civil courts as well ? 
And in either case, are you not guilty of a libel, punishable by the 
laws of all Christian governments? 

You are doubtless familiar with the recent trial of Edmund 
Yates, editor of the London Wor/d, and his sentence to four months’ 
imprisonment for libelling Lord Lonsdale. What was the libel in 
his case? Simply publishing a false statement, sent to him bya 
contributor, Mr. Yates supposing it to be true. You manufactured 
this libel yourself, and uttered it in terms implying malice prepense. 
Is there any possible doubt of the result, should Mr. Herron prose- 
cute you for this libel? 

Time and space fail me to deal with all the false issues and in- 
ferences of your paper and its superabounding misrepresentations. 
I have touched only a little more than the first page of it. Yourcharge 
that Mr. Herron intimidated the native brethren to vote against Mr. 
W. deserves a word. It rests on the testimony of one of those 
native brethren, who undertakes to speak not only for himself, but 
also for his other native brethren. He accuses Mr. Herron of say- 
ing to them that, “ before voting every one must look to his inter- 
est,” &c., and that he “ meant nothing less than our discharge from 
the Mission service.” Now, (1) let us suppose for a moment, that 
this native brother cannot speak falsely—that his testimony is to 
be accepted as proof positive that Mr. Herron did intimidate them— 
have you not done the very same thing, my brother; to your mis- 
sionaries? Do you not intimate, in this very paper, that it may 
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‘‘be necessary to vecal/ the troublers in Israel?’’ Did you not 
actually’ recall the Rev. E. Vanorden a few years since, a worthy 
missionary who has demonstrated his love and loyalty to Christ, 
and his devotion to the work of Missions, by going back single- 
handed and working on to the present time, gathering and build- 
ing up a self-supporting native church? Do you condemn Mr. 
Herron for saying to his native brethren “every one must look to 
his interest,” while you yourself not only threaten but execute your 
threats by recalling missionaries! Must we not refer you again to 
Paul’s teaching under divine inspiration, in Rom. ii. 21-23 ? 

(2) But zs this testimony of ove native brother to be accepted 
as proof positive that Mr. Herron intimidated them? That all the 
native members of that Presbytery voted to depose Mr. W. is ad- 
mitted. This one member’s testimony, therefore, is the testimony 
of a man who now confesses that he voted, for the sake of his own 
interest, i.e. his salary, to condemn a brother whom he believed 
innocent. What weight can you attach to the testimony of such a 
man ? 

(3) Is it notas clear as sunlight that a man who can thus vote 
to condemn one he believes innocent, for the sake of his salary, 
will also give testimony against Mr. Herron, though innocent, if 
by so doing he can retain his salary, or obtain a larger one? You 
know well the long, earnest and persistent efforts you and Bro. 
Lowrie have made, the past frve years, to destroy that Saharanpur 
Presbytery by inducing the Furrukhabad Presbytery to violate 
the standards of the church and receive the deposed Mr. W. 
You know that after you began to advise, encourage and 
incite that Presbytery to ignore and disregard the action of 
the Saharanpur Presbytery and receive its deposed member, 
it was nearly two years before you succeeded; that under your 
influence and teaching in this unlawful business, the members of 
the Furrukhabad Presbytery became so demoralized that their 
Minutes and the Minutes of the Synod of India both demonstrate 
that its sessions and doings were strangely irregular—that it “ never 
called on absentees for excuses and kept no list of absentees ’— 
that on one occasion, at least, “the signatures of Moderator and 
Stated Clerk are both wanting ;” that “ in the account of Mr. W.’s 
reception there was carelessness,” and that, in summoning the Sa- 
haranpur Presbytery to its tribunal, demanding its minutes and 
papers, and treating it as a church court not to be respected as an 
equal, but entirely subordinate; the Furrukhabad Presbytery com- 
mitted an ecclesiastical outrage greater than has ever before come 
to my knowledge in the Presbyterian Church. It is evident that 


Presbytery determined to destroy the Saharanpur Presbytery with 
your help, which they were certain they would have; and in this 
state of demoralization, if some members of that Furrukhabad 
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Presbytery intimated to the native members of the Saharanpur 
Presbytery that you and your powerful Board and the great Gen- 
eral Assembly in America were all on their side; that the Am. 
members of the Saharanpur Presbytery were about to be recalled 
or compelled to resign, and they (these native brethren) would best 
consult their interest by deserting their Saharanpur Presbytery and 
joining the other Presbyteries—if, I say, some one or more of the 
Furrukhabad Presbytery—some native member, perchance, inti- 
mated all this to the native members of the Saharanpur Presbytery, 
is it strange that they acted as they did? Would not a man who 
testifies that, for the sake of his salary, he voted to condemn Mr. 
W., believing him innocent, hasten, under such influence to go 
over to the dominant party, and complete the work of destroying 
his own Presbytery? But if all this is so, does not your and Bro. 
Lowrie’s repsonsibility in this woful tragedy outweigh that of all 
the others engaged in it? 

What you say of the Saharanpur Presbytery and Mr. W.’s 
trial by it, evinces more fully your intense partisanship, your 
utter disregard of your printed regulations and non-ecclesiastical 
character while usurping and exercising ecclesiastical powers to 
deal with that Presbytery for deposing Mr. W.; and it reveals clear- 
ly your wish and purpose, from the outset of this controversy, to 
destroy that “fruitful source of trouble,” as you call it. And yet 
the American members of that Presbytery submitted to your super- 
vision under solemn covenant with the Western Foreign Mission- 
ary Society, renewed subsequently by your own Board, that their 
ecclesiastical rights should be respected and maintained. For this 
purpose, in compliance with that covenant, they were all located in 
near proximity to each other in India that they might unite in one 
Presbytery and exercise their special and guaranteed rights and pre- 
rogatives. From their organization into a Presbytery in 1838 to 1879, 
more than forty years, your Board kept its covenant unbroken. Till 
1879 every ecclesiastical act of that Presbytery—whether of discipline 
or the ordaining of preachers and elders, you and your Board recog- 
nized and respected. How is it possible to justify you in forcibly 
breaking that covenant now, as you have done, and prosecuting this 
five years’ crusade for the destruction of this Presbytery which you 
were under solemn covenant to respect and maintain ? 

And you must not forget—your Board and General Assembly, 
and your whole Church, and the Mission Boards and the friends of 
Missions in all Christendom—should remember, that your five 
years’ crusade for the destruction of that Presbytery you were 
pledged to protect, has been carried on in violation of your rules 
which forbid your exercise of ecclesiastical functions, and in the 


interest of Mr. W.—a man notorious in India for his neglect of 


Mission work, being occupied as director of tea plantations and in 
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other secular pursuits, summarily dismissed by your own Board in 
1879, and in Feb., 1880, deliberately and prayerfully tried and de- 
posed from the ministry by his own Presbytery, assisted by three 
of the oldest and ablest missionaries of your own Board—Drs. 
Morrison, Newton and Ullmann, and assisted also by an able mis- 
sionary of the U. P. Church, all four of whom confirmed the de- 
posing act of the Presbytery by their approving votes ! 

And remember also what terrible spiritual loss and barren- 
ness your prolonged and unrighteous crusade for the destruction of 
that Presbytery has brought upon your missions in India? 


A FEW EXTRACTS FROM ‘“‘ THE CORRESPONDENCE.” 


The following brief extracts from “the Correspondence” which 
Dr. Irving so severely condemns, may help our readers to better 
understand why he condemns it, and may enable them to see more 
distinctly what were the honest views and convictions of the mis- 
sionaries in India about the unrighteous attempts and efforts of 
Drs. Lowrie and Irving to oppose and destroy the Saharanpur 
Presbytery. In reading them let it be kept in mind that we have 
no testimony from the writers themselves that any one of them has 
since changed or modified his views as here expressed. The crim- 
inality of a non-ecclesiastical mission board or secretaries in oppos- 
ing and reversing the action of a court of Christ’s church, and 
destroying the church court in the process, depends not on these 
views, and yet the convictions and feelings of these missionaries, 
honestly and manfully expressed, despite the most powerful motives 
pressed upon them by the secretaries to subordinate their views 
and convictions to those in authority, may help some to see more 
distinctly the arbitrary and unrighteous act of these two mission 
secretaries in this case. 

Rev. A. Rupowpu, Nov. 3, 1880, soon after hearing of Mr. W.’s 
re-appointment, wrote : 


‘The Board has entirely misunderstood, and therefore misjudged this case. Its 
action if carried into effect will be fearful in its consequences upon the native church in 
general and the native ministry in particular. How is church discipline to be main- 
tained hereafter? The foreign missionary in spite of this decision [re-appointing the 
deposed Mr, W.] may still go on conscientiously watching over the interests of the 
Board, trying to save its property from damage, but how is he to codperate with an 


agent of the Board whose moral and christian character has come out in so dark colors 
[as Mr. W.’s has], I do not see.” 


Rev. W. CALDERWOOD, July 27, 1880, wrote : 


‘‘ The objections that Dr. Morrison and Mr. Herron urge against Mr. W,’s re- 
appointment are not overdrawn,... My opinion is that the finance committee and the 
Board have been thoroughly hoodwinked and deceived in the case of Mr. W.; and 
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that the Board has never taken a more dangerous or disastrous step than in re-appointing 
him in the way it has done.”’ 


Rev. J. NEwtTon, Oct. 25, 1880, wrote: 


‘‘T have no wish to add to this document already too long, but in few words I 
will say, (1) The Board has manifestly misunderstood Mr. W.’s case. (2) Dr. Irving 


has got an entirely wrong impression about the state of the Mission, where, so far as I 
know, the utmost harmony prevails.’’ 7 


Oct. 11, 1880, Rev. J. NEwTon, directly to Dr. Irving wrote: 


“Tt need not excite you, however, to be told two or three things which, had you 
known them before, would, I think, have led you to judge differently of this matter. 
These are, (1) Common Fame charged Mr. W. with grievous sins. (2) The on/y eccle- 
siastical body in this world, which could take cognizance of the case, was the Saharan- 
pur Presbytery,. . . 

‘‘If Mr. W. should satisfy the Presbytery of his penitence,\I have no doubt he — 
would be restored, but without this I fear there will be trouble. If he simply denies the 
charges which have been pressed against him, there is not one of those who heard the 


testimony that can have any confidence in him, whatever his relations to the Koard 
may be.” 


Let it be remembered that this writer, Rev. J. Newton, of 


50 years’ service in India, sat on the trial of Mr. W. and learned 
all the facts of his case. 


Rev. E. W. WuHeErry, Nov. 4, 1880, wrote: 


‘‘T agree with my brethren in the Mission in regarding the action of the Board 
[secretaries ?] in regard to Mr. Woodside as very wrong and calculated to subvert 
everything like Mission or ecclesiastical discipline amongst us, The Mission was blamed 
[by Dr, Irving] for its mode of procedure in censuring Mr. W. [see Vol. VII, p. 36, 

foot note, also pp. 236-243 of this REVIEW] in consequence of which he resigned his 
~ connection with us. It was said [ by the secretaries] that being an unecclesiastical body 
the Mission had no right to take cognizance of matters relating to morality or ministerial 
standing, until the Presbytery, to which Mr. W. belonged, had acted‘in the matter. ... 
Surely, if this ground be well taken, the Board, also an unecclesiastical body, has 
grossly erred in re-appointing a man to the holy office of a Missionary who was known 
to be deposed from the ministry by ¢he only Presbyrery on earth that could try his case. 
And not only so, but in ignoring the opinion of the Lodiana Mission, some of the mem- 
bers of which have had personal knowledge of Mr. W. ever since he had a place in it, 


the Board [secretaries] has laid itself open to the charge of culpable ignorance and 
blind caprice.” 


Rev. J. H. Morrison, D.D., writing directly to Dr. Irving, in 
Sept. 1880, wrote : 


‘‘ What right had the Board to nullify the action of the Presbytery? They had 
that action before them, and yet they [two or three of them and the secretaries] delib- 
erately appoint as one of their missionaries a man who has been solemnly deposed and 
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excommunicated for /ying, slander, violence and fraud, and directs him to connect him- 
self with a particular Presbytery, and thus force him back upon the Synod, a majority 
of which has pronounced him unworthy of a place in the Mission. If this is not assum- 
ing ecclesiastical power, I am at a loss to tell what it is. But you say the action of this 
Presbytery was illegal. I maintain that it was thoroughly legal. By what right do you 
and the Board decide that question? It is purely an ecclesiastical question and none 
but an ecclesiastical court is competent to decide it, and until so decided you and the 
Board are bound to respect the action of the Presbytery, ... I maintain that the Board 
[secretaries] by its action has violated the fundamental principles of Presbyterianism 
and exercised ecclesiastical jurisdiction in this case.’’ 


Again in Sept. 1881, Dr. Morrison wrote to Dr. Irving: 


‘‘The Board [secretaries ?] have adopted a course of wrong and injustice, both 
towards the Saharanpur Presbytery and to Bro, Herron, and the sooner they retrace 
their steps and rescind that action, the less injury will result from it to our work and 
the better will be the understanding between us, and you may rest assured that nothing 
_ short of that will answer the purpose. Last winter, at Lahore, I saw a letter from Dr. 
Kellogg in which he spoke of the action of the Board as a simple outrage, and I have 
reason to believe that he got his information only from W.’s partisans ; moreover, he 
said he believed the greatest hindrance to the mission work of the Church, especially in 
India, was that Board; and I must say the same feeling seems to be growing among 
the Missionaries.”’ 


Rev. D. HERRON wrote: 


*« The most extraordinary part of the Board’s [secretaries’ ?] action is their sending 
out [to India] with the Church’s money a deposed minister, deposed by a Presbytery of 
ministers in their own employ as Missionaries, and deposed too in the region where he 
is employed to work, and their recommending another Presbytery to receive the de- 
posed, and thus resisting and advising others to resist, the divine ordinance of the gov- 
ernment of the Church,”’ 


Rev. R. THACKWELL endorsed the statement of his brethren 
thus: 


“‘T had intended to express my views on the subject of the accompanying letter 
from Dr. Irving, but nearly all I had intended to say has been said by others.” 


Referring to Mr. Newton’s deprecating excitement and harm 
from all the facts of the case coming before General Assembly 
Mr. T. writes: 


“‘ Appalling as such an outlook as this is, I believe that ‘‘ the displeasure of God” 
is much more so, and that displeasure might come upon us if we are not faithful and 
true to Him who separated us for this great work in which we are engaged, Let us 
distinguish between offenses against ourselves and offenses againt the Cord. Let us be 
forgiving as respects the former; let us be jealous as repects the latter. ‘Watch ye, 
stand fast in the faith, quit you like men, be strong.’ ” 


Rev. Wa. J. P. Morrison writes : 


‘‘When the foundations are destroyed what can the righteous do?. . . If we had 
stayed at home, Presbyterian law would have been a shelter tous. . . As our reward 
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for sacrifices and exposure in the outworks of Christendom, we find the shelter of Pres- 
byterian law may any moment fail us. The parity of Presbyters and the parity of Pres- 
byteries prove practically to be myths, and we are taught to expect that our Presbyteries 
andi Synod will be treated in ways that no man dare treat Presbyteries and Synods at home 
—that we are virtually the servants of servants, and practically the most solemn acts of our 
ecclesiastical courts are made null and void by a small committee led by a single secretary. 
If the Presbytery of Saharanpur has no rights and no power, then zo Presbytery has 
power, and church power resides not in Presbyteries, but somewhere else. If the Presby- 
tery of Saharanpur has no power to depose Mr. W., then it has no power to depose any 
one, and there is no security for the purging of its churches even from the gravest scandals. 

‘Again, if one of the Presbyteries in the lower Mission does, at the direction of the 
Board [secretaries ?] submit to accept Mr. W. as a member, then by that act he is made 
a member of our Synod, although it is well known that the majority of the Synod, and 
all the old missionaries of the Synod, believe Mr. W. to be guilty of fraud and false- 
hood ‘and know him to be guilty of shameful, brutal and unrepented volence,’ [in 
knocking down and beating a brother missionary till his own fist was stained with blood, 
and his unresisting brother long disabled from duty]... Shall the Church in India 
have freedom to follow the guidance of the Holy Ghost in her most solemn courts, or 
must she turn aside from the path which judgment, conscience and the spirit indicate, 
in order not to offend the manipulated committee in New York?. . . Dr. Irving seems 
to think, somehow or other, there is a dreadful state of discord amongst us here, and so 
he exhorts to peace and harmony! We were never more united. From the first, Mr. 
Kelso’s was the only dissenting vote—he voted quietly, without a single remark, and has 
since written to Woodside that he could no longer approve of his course.”’ 


Nov. 16, 1880, Rev. C. P. NEwrTon, AS PRESIDENT OF THE 
Mission, wrote to Dr. Irving: 


‘Tt may not be a pleasant duty for those who have had the management of this 
business, to furnish the Board with evidence which proves that they have been led to 
commit a grave blunder, but it is a quty nevertheless, and one which cannot be neglected 
with impunity . . . The Mission is resolved as a unit, not to have, any longer, any fel- 
lowship with the works of darkness, or to be any longer unequally yoked together with 
unbelievers. Mr. Woodside has been lawfully deposed from the ministry and is de facto 
excommunicated. He cannot become a member of any Presbytery in India or out of it, 
until he obtains restoration in the way appointed by divine ordinance. The ill-advised 
action of the Board [Secretary] in reappointing him to be a missionary is therefore null 
and void. It should be reconsidered and rescinded without delay. These are words of 
truth and soberness, and I trust they may receive the attention they reasonably demand,” 


Can those who read these brief extracts, as samples of 116 
printed pages, believe their writers have changed these views, on 
the assertion of Dr. Irving or of any one but the writers them- 
selves? And when we advise that such Mission secretaries be dis- 
pensed with, and that missionaries be governed and disciplined by 
their own Church courts, reducing their official letters to necessary 
correspondence with the Treasurer, are we dealing in too caustic 
criticism? Is it criticism at all? Is it not rather the truest love 
and loyalty, and kindness, to this sacred work of Missions? 
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IX. LOVE TOKENS. 


SCHWARTZz’s ARRIVAL IN INDIA.—‘‘ In 1762 Christian Frederick Schwartz ap- 
peared on the scene,” &c., Presb. Record of Camada, Will you please give us your au- 
thority for so late a date, brother? Our most reliable authorities say he reached India 
July 30, 1750. This is also confirmed by the Library of Universal Knowledge. 


MISTAKES IN THIS REVIEW.—We have to thank Bro, A. T. Pierson, of Philadel- 
phia, for pointing out a mistake on page 472 of our Vol. VII. The 3,622,107 Hindu 
widows mentioned, out of about eighteen million females, constitute ome widow to 
every four females, instead of to “every ¢wo females,” as there stated. Readers will 
see our extract was taken froma very reliable authority, the Duyanodaya of the American 
Marathi Mission, but we should have read it carefully enough to have detected the mis. 
take, Every subscriber who discovers a mistake in this Revzew does a favor to us and 
our readers, and has our warmest thanks, 

Will our readers please notice that the rate per cent. of net gain in the churches of 
Christendom (p. 460) should be 1.21, instead of 1.31, as there stated. 


“The Rev. Levi Janner, of the American Board of Missions, was unintentionally 
killed by a Sikh at a fair.’—C, MZ. S. Intelligencer. 

The name of this brother was Rev. Levi Janvier, of the American Presbyterian 
Board of Missions, and “ unintentionally’’ must be understood as implying only 
that the fakir, excited with Bang and having a determined purpose to kill some white 
man, seized his opportunity and killed Bro. Janvier, with no special animosity towards 
missionaries. 


CHARLES F. A. GUTZLAFF was born on the 8th of July, 1803. He closed a use- 
ful and honorable life. . . on the 9th of August, 1857, in the 48th year of his age.” 
—Presh. Record, of Canada. 


Will our good brother of the Record reconcile these dates and age? 


‘* The MISSIONARY REVIEW for Jan.—Feb., p. 69, in making the correction, published 
figures a year farther back than the ones given before,’’ &c.—S¢. Louis Evangelist, of 
Jan, 1, 1885. 

Not quite so, brother, Our blunder in REvIEw, No. 6, Vol. VII., was in comparing 
the figures of 1881-2 with those of 1883-4; and our correction substituted those of 
1882-3, which should have been used at first, instead of those of 1883-4, 


Thank you, brother, for appreciating so correctly our attention to your valuable 
Evangelist. Some of our exchanges have too little influence to make it worth while to 
correct their mistakes; but when Jupiter nods, so much is at stake that some friend 
should jog him. | 


SALARIES.—“ If any number of men as well qualified for the work of a missionary 
secretary as those now in office and who will be as efficient, can be found, able and 
willing to serve without a salary, we shall urge that such men be appointed,” &c. Gos- 
pelin all Lands, Aug. 28, 1884. 


Thank you, brother. This is better than your former condemnation of non-salaried 
secretaries, And yet, can you not come a step farther? Can you not admit that a 
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volunteer, able and willing to serve efficiently as Mission Secretary, without salary, from 
true love to Christ and the heathen, shows a fitness for the work more rare and excellent 
than any amount of salary can secure? And then why wait for volunteers, before urging 
the desirability of such secretaries ? Knowing there are some such secretaries already, and 
believing there are more earnest souls, able and willing to become such, why not do all 
we can to encourage the usage, and open the door for them? If you really believe the 
present salaried secretaries “‘ would gladly give way for them,”’ then what occasion for 
you to “urge that such men be appointed” after they volunteer? Is there not greater 
need that we not only urge such men to volunteer, but also urge the Boards and churches 
to adopt such plans and measures as will render it fitting and commendable for such men 
to volunteer ? 

And as to unsalaried foreign missionaries, whose number now is rising into hun- 
dreds,—you say: ‘If they wish to go forth as missionaries depending on the people 
among whom they labor for a support, God speed them, but if all our missionaries were 
to go thus, much precious time would be lost in the struggle, and the church at home 
would lose the grace that comes from giving and praying for Missions.’”” Why do you 
limit them to “the people among whom they labor?’’ Why not let churches and be- 
lievers in Christendom also help them, by giving and praying as directly and earnestly. 
as now, and still more so ? 

Among all the unsalaried missionaries now preaching Christ among the heathen, 
what one depends wholly on the heathen for support? And who, before, has ever 
urged, or even proposed this limitation? Do not the 120 missionaries of the China Jn- 
land Mission find help in prayers and gifts from all parts of Christendom? Is not the 
same true of the twenty-six missionaries of the Livingstone Inland Mission, and of 
the forty or fifty missionaries of the University Mission, and some scores of other such 
workers? And how, then, is the grace of giving and praying for Missions in danger of 
being dried up by such unsalaried missionaries? Is not this grace more likely to be 
greatly enlarged by such missionaries, than by the churches of Christendom rolling the 
chief responsibility of this work among the heathen upon Mission Boards and able and 
eloquent secretaries, feeling little personal interest and responsibility about it themselves ? 


On such a point it hardly becomes us to quote our own experience, perhaps, and 
yet while carrying on the work of our dear Kolapoor Mission alone in our littleness 
and weakness, connected with no Mission Board for a dozen years, we were conscious 
of more help from the sympathy and prayers of Christian men and women in America and 
England than ever before; and so generous was the help they sent us that not a native 
helper was dismissed, not a school was disbanded, no department of our work suffered 
for lack of means ; and when failing strength led us gladly to make over the Mission to 
the Board, so strong had become the interest of these praying and giving friends in our 
work that we took no support from the Board for a year after the transfer. 


If you have an impression that the English societies’ secretaries are all unsalaried, 


itshould be corrected. Of the seven secretaries and three assistant secretaries, in case 
of the Church Missionary Society, so far as we know, only one, Rev. F. E. Wigram, is un- 
Salaried. Of its Association and District secretaries, referred to in p. 193, of our 
Seventh volume, some have salaries and some have not. Due regard to these facts will 
show you the inappropriateness of your comparisén between the American and English 
societies, and that your inference from cost of administration entirely fails. The salar- 
ies of secretaries are but a part of the home expenses entering into cost of administration, 
and in case of different Mission Boards and societies, can only be properly compared 
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with each other. These can be readily seen and compared by a glance at the column 
showing the maximum official salary in the tables of Nos, 4 and 6 of each volume of 
this Review; $5,000 being the largest, and from that the salary diminishing to $500 or 
less. Do you think that the $5,000 salary shows just as much consecration and self- 
sacrifice as the $500 salary does? In case of secretaries in this country serving without 
salaries, you say: ‘‘ His salary as a missionary secretary is paid by that church which 
permits him to give the time and effort needed for the oversight of the Mission ;’’ and 
hence you infer that “ He has no more Christian consecration than those who receive a 
salary.’’ Then, with your present work and support, if you take upon yourself some 
extra Christian or benevolent work, which takes your thought, time and strength daily, 
with no money compensation for it, will you be showing no more Christian consecration 
and self-sacrifice than now’? Istheresuch a thing as self-sacrifice in the cause of Christ ? 
If so, in what does it consist? How can it be shown? Is it impossible for a Mission 
secretary to exercise this grace? and, if possible, how? Did Paul practice no self- 
sacrifice? Would he have shown just as much, and accomplished the same service for 
Christ and’souls if he had insisted on a fat salary wherever he preached? Did the Son 
of God show no self-sacrifice in leaving the glory and treasures of heaven and becoming 
“ poor, that we through his poverty, might become rich?’’ If he did, and we are to 
follow his example, how are we to doit? Pray tell us. 


Mr. DUNCAN IN METLAKATLA.—Mr. Duncan came to this country from England 


in 1857, and under the auspices of the London Missionary Society,’ &c. Dr. Phraner 
in NV. Y. Evangelist, of Sept. 11, 1884. 


No, brother ; he was under the auspices of the Church Missionary Society, from 
which he seceded into his present zxdependent position. 


ABOLITION OF EAsT INDIA COMPANY’S CHARTER.—‘* With the abolition of the 
old East India Company’s Charter and the free entrance of Missions in 1813,’’ etc,.— 


Gospel in All Lands. | 

At this date the said charter was not abolished but renewed, on conditions requiring 
the Company to admit missionaries and the Gospel. The charter was not abolished, or 
withdrawn till the Sepoy rebellion of 1857, and then the Company’s rule was superseded 
by that of the Queen Empress herself. 


FOREIGN MISSIONS MUST PRESS THEIR CLAIMS ON THE WEALTHY.—“ It becomes 
more and more apparent that the work of Foreign Missions must lay its claims at the 
door of the wealthy if it is to meet the demands laid upon it.’”’-— The Foreign Missionary. 

And is not the danger of relying too much on wealth and large donations equally 
apparent? What is the lesson we should learn from such a fact as the expenditure of 
$102,000 in 1881-2 in North India by the Presbyterian Foreign Board, without in- 
creasing the number of communicants in its Missions there by a single individual ? Is 
not the presence of God’s Spirit and love in the hearts and lives and work of our mis- 
sionaries and mission officers, a greater and more pressing need than that of wealth ? 


Non-CAsTE CHURCHES.—“ The First Congregational Church of Oakland. . . 
since 1870 has had the pleasure of receiving 40 converted Chinamen into its com- 
munion. . . The Bethany Church of San Francisco has now gt Chinese members.’’— 
The Foreign Missionary, 
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Why, O why should these Chinese converts be removed from such churches, and 
be organized into separate churches by themselves, as was done by the Presbyterians, at 
great expense, and thereby fostering heathen caste distinction and unchristian pride, 
damaging to both American and Chinese Christians ? 


WIsDOM OF CHURCH CouRTs,—‘‘ The advantage of Presbyterial organization was 
signally manifested in the enthusiasm and zeal thus awakened and stimulated.—7%e 


Foreign Missionary. 

This is said by one present at the meeting of the Presbytery of Sidon, recently or- 
ganized in Syria. We are glad to see the advantage of such church courts in Foreign 
Missions so quickly seen and acknowledged by the brethren. We were confident it 
would be so when we began the strictures on the neglect of these brethren to organize 
such churches and courts, We would not be ungracious in reminding our brethren of 
this neglect, and yet, is it not a pity they failed to use this legitimate means to ‘‘ awaken 
and stimulate the enthusiasm and zeal of their native brethren,” for more than a dozen 
years past? And with fourteen ordained missionaries in their mission fieid is it not a 


pity now that they did not organize their first Presbytery with five, as required by As- 
sembly’s rulings, instead of only three ? 


‘‘ A SELF-SUPPORTING MIssION.’’—This is the title of an article in Zhe Foreign 
Missionary for June, p. 22, disparaging the “ self-supporting Mission ”’ of Rev. William 
Taylor, in Chili, South America, It prompts two inquiries: 1, Is it not the part of 
Christian charity to let earnest Christian men prosecute such independent self-supporting 
missions to the fullest extent possible, without any attempt to obstruct or disparage 
them? What can be the motive of good men,—what possible object can be gained, by 
opposing or hindering such missions ? 

2. Does it at all become the missionaries or officers of the large Mission Boards, to 
oppose or disparage such independent Missions? Are there not heathen and unevan- 
gelized people enough to furnish the large Mission Boards work sufficient to exhaust all 
their resources, even if they let these independent workers do all they can? Is there 
any danger the results of these independent Missions will be in any way to the injury of 
the Boards? Does not such an article as the one here referred to, unavoidably provoke 
a rejoinder? Should Rev. Wm. Taylor, or some one of his missionaries, publish un- 
pleasant things about the Presbyterian workers in Chili ; should they undertake to show 
that the salaried missionaries and officers of the Presbyterian Foreign Board are lacking 
energy and self-sacrifice, so that the results of their labors and expenditure are exceed- 
ingly small? ¢, g., that the labors of four or five ordained missionaries, three or four 
American Women, one ordained native, and other native helpers, three consecutive 
years, 1875, 6 and 7, expending $30,589, resulted in increasing the number of com- 
municants in all those years by, mot ome individual ?—Should they point out the fact 
that, in the three following years (1878, 9 and 1880) a still larger force of American 
workers in Chili, expending some $30,000 more, increased the number of communicants 
by only 7 ?—Should they point to the 56 American and nearly 200 native workers in 
the year 1881-2 in North India, expending over $102,000 of the Presbyterian Board’s 
money, and yet not increasing their communicants by a single soul,and that with similar 
force and expenditure the result in 1883-4 is a net loss of 129 communicants ; and urge that 
such facts show that those large Mission Boards avail more for the ease and wordly 
interests of their Officers and Missionaries than for the salvation of the heathen, would 
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it not be thought necessary to publish another \rejoinder, 4nd thus continue this 
unpleasant controversy now begun by the Board’s own agent ? | 

Really is it not better, wiser and more Christian, to let all earnest christian 
men and women who will, go and preach Christ to the heathen, even if they take 
steerage passage and submit to as much inconvenience and self-sacrifice as Paul did, 
remembering that to his own Master each one must stand or fall? Nay, is it not better 
to rejoice with Paul (Phil. i, 18,) that Christ is preached by any earnest souls; and 
instead of saying a word to hinder, pray rather that this preaching may be blest of God 
to the saving of souls? 


DISFELLOWSHIP OF NATIVE BRETHREN.—“ In every Mission field, the withdrawal 
of foreigners from the Presbytery must tend to remove jealousy and suspicion on the 
part of the civil government toward the church.” Secretary Wilson in The Missionary. 


What existing government is so shallow as not to know that the control of a native 
Presbytery by foreigners outside of it, using foreign money, is far more objectionable 
than any ecclesiastical control they can possibly exercise in it, as coequals of the native 
presbyters, subiect to control and discipline by their native brethren as well as exercis- 
ing the same over them ? 


INCOME OF C. M. SocieTy.—‘‘ The other [C. M. S.] $1,674,019.— Foreign Mis- 
stonary, Jan., 1885. 


Have you not largely overstated this income, brother? We can find authority for 
making it only $1,126,157. 


CHRISTIAN COMITY.—* Three miles inland from Tsuchizaki we came to Kubota, 
or Akita, a city of 40,000 inhabitants, the prefectural city of Akita province, and for- 
merly a castle city and the seat of a daimze. Here, for a few days, we were the guests 
of Messrs. Smith and Garst and their wives, missionaries of the Church of the Disciples, 
who had been in the country about one year, and who located here last June. These 
friends have made a very good beginning of work in the few months they have been 
here, Nothing that I have seen of late indicates more clearly the readiness of Japan to 
receive the Gospel than the conditions under which these earnest workers have com- 
menced their labors in this northwest point of Nippon.’’—Rev. O. H. Gulick, in the 
Missionary Herald, of Jan., 1885. 


It is with special gratification we notice this frank and brotherly recognition and 
appreciation of these earnest and able missionaries of the truly evangelical Church of the 
Disciples. But how painful the contrast in the following extract from the same Herald, 
Viz : 


** The Campbellite Baptist Church in the United States should have too much re- 
gard for its honor to endorse the acts of these people. [Its missionaries in Turkey.] If 
they want to work in a field in Turkey, let a suitable section be assigned them for regu- 
lar missionary operations, but such an effort as these Baptists are putting forth here to 
work confusion and division in these weak Protestant dependent congregations, and 
bring into reproach the sacred ordinances of the Christian faith should be left to perish 
in the very confusion which they endeavor to bring upon others,”’— Missionary‘ /Zerald, 


Jan., p. 29. 


Look upon this picture and then upon that; and then read the inspired apostle in 
Phil. i: 18. 
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BisHop TAYLoR.—* For instance, we said Bishop Taylor’s experience has brought 
him to the track of other workers,” &c. Bro. Gracey in the Northern. 

** TRACK ?’’—Do your Mathematics recognize no difference between a ime and a Joint, 
brother? Your language was: ‘So Brother Taylor’s work has forced him and his 
associates to a foimt at which other workers started.’” We must hold you to the “point,” 
And why don’t you tell us, good brother, what other workers of the old Mission Boards 
have started at this ezm¢ of no salaries to agents at home or workers abroad? And so 
long as Bishop Taylor holds this point or principle and carries it out in practice, how 
can you say he has come to “recognize as wise the common course of all great benevo- 
lent workers ”’ ? 

Do you discard from your category of * great benevolent workers”’ all salaried 
agents at home and abroad ? 

Bro. Taylor only discards the salaries for himself and his Missionaries ; still exer- 
cising love and charity for others who receive them. 


X. FIELD NOTES. 


EcuHokrs,—‘‘I cannot think of getting on with my work without the REVIEW... 
I am glad you keep up such a steady fire on the Mission Boards and officials who eat up 
so many thousands in salaries and office expenses, and also on theirarbitrary ‘bossism ’ 
over men and work in the field. As a missionary, I know how very fatal this ‘‘business”’ 
way of managing Missions is. I am glad the REVIEW is receiving so large patronage 
among the friends of Missions. I hope ever to be able to share the benefit of its friend- 
ly, wise and able advocacy of the great interests of this cause.””—A Missionary of Long 
Experience. | 


‘*T trust your efforts to arouse more interest in Missions and to reduce home ex- 
penses and abuses will be richly blessed this year.’—A Lay Subscriber. 


THE MISSIONARY REVIEW—Jan.~Feb., 1885, Vol. 8, No. 1., published at Prince- 
ton, N. J. $1.50 per annum in advance. This is the best journal of its kind pub- 
lished in our country. The present number has no less than nineteen articles, all ger- 
mane to the subject of Missions. Those who would be posted should subscribe for it.— 
Methodist Protestant. 


‘‘THE MISSIONARY REVIEW is before us, and it gives us pleasure to commend it 
to the attention of our readers as a very valuable publication on the subject of Missions 
in general. The editor, Rev. R. G. Wilder, is inclined to overcaustic criticism on Mis- 
sion Boards, but the pages of the magazine are full of information, and in a readable 
shape.”’—J/lustrated Christian Weekly. 


Thank you, good brother; not less for touching us at our 
most exposed point, than for your kind words of appreciation on 
other points. Weare not unconscious of our tendency, and de- 
precate the danger involved that our criticisms may be less effec- 
tive in case of the very Mission Boards and officers where they are 
most needed. And especially do we deprecate the risk that some 
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may apply our criticisms to Mission Boards and officers for whom 
they are not at all intended. We believe in Mission Boards, and 
for their faithful and self-denying officers we have the most sincere 
love and esteem. But for those who usurp and exercise powers 
which belong only to the Church of God, and in doing so obstruct 
and hinder this sacred work of Missions, ignoring the rights of 
missionaries and using salaries in Christendom three or four times 
greater than they allow to their brethren toiling among the heath- 
en, we should gladly deal in criticisms so gentle and truthful as to 
be effective. And let us add in your own choice words, “ fitly 
spoken,” and hence “like apples of gold in pictures of silver,” 
and which, in their aggregate for the weeks and months and years, 
make your paper a Christian treasure worthy to become the pos- 
session of every family the world over—‘“ Truth is mighty and 
shall prevail, and it matters very little whether our particular opin- 
ions gain the victory or no.” And yet there are times and doings. 
in regard to which God bids us ‘‘ Cry aloud and spare not.’”—Isa. 
58: I. 


VOLUNTEERS INCREASING—Earnest missionary meetings among 
the students of Cambridge University, England, are developing 
happy results. At the close of a recent meeting, those ready to 
go to Africa, China, or India, were requested to remain for special 
conference, and forty remained. 


MorE VOLUNTEERS NEEDED.—Our Southern brethren are call- 
ing for two men for India and one for Africa, and surely they are 
much needed. 


THE CHurRcH Missionary Society, for vacancies and pressing 
needs, calls for sixteen men, and for extension, fifteen more, adding 
that ‘‘ merely to develop existing work and allow it its natural ex- 
pansion, we could place 100 additional missionaries in the field.” 


THE CHINA INLAND Mission DIRECTOR AND MISSIONARIES began 
in 1882, to pray, and invited their friends to pray ‘‘ for other seventy 
laborers” to come from Christendom to their help. We notice 
the names added in 1883 and 1884 to their former list, just about 
completes the seventy. ee 


Mission Boarps HAVE NO ECCLESIASTICAL AUTHORITY.— 


“‘ If a society attempts to exercise spiritual discipline it goes beyond its province.” 
—Rev. H, W. Tucker, Sec. S. P. G. 
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MEN AND MONEY NO GUARANTEE OF SuUCCEsS IN MISSIONS.— 


“The success of Missions is not to be estimated by the amount of. money con- 
tributed, or even by the number of missionaries sent forth. The standard is the power 
of the work in turning the heathen to Christ.’’—J//ustrated Christian Weekly. 


Does this account for one Mission Board having less than 20,000 
communicants in its Missions abroad, and another Board, with half 


the money and workers, having over 100,006 communicants in its 
Missions ? 


INTEMPERANCE IN GREAT BRITAIN.— 


The English Methodist Recorder says: ‘* £135,000,000 were spent in strong drink 
last year, and only about £ 1,000,000 on Foreign Missions. During the last twelve years, 
while the population has increased only 22 per cent., crime, pauperism and lunacy have 
increased 77 per cent.’’ 


Dr. Hays, DENVER, COLO., received twenty-eight into his 
church, Dec. 21st, of whom three were Chinamen, making the 
whole number of Chinese, received by him, seventeen. Right, good 
brother. Now, don’t turn them out into a separate church, and 
build up a caste wall between them and American Christians. Re- 
member Christ’s prayer, “ That they all may be one,” &c. 


THE FRIENDS’ MISSION IN CONSTANTINOPLE. — The facilities of 
this Mission for successful work are much improved by the recent 
purchase (for $8,500) of property on the high ground overlooking 
the sea of Marmora, in the Gedih Pasha district, the American 
quarter of the city. 


PERSONAL OPINIONS AND PREjUDIcCES.—When your brother 
accuses you of having “ personal opinions and prejudices,’ you may 
know he likes his own personal opinions and prejudices better than 
he does yours. Others, if disinterested, will seek to estimate both 
his and yours at their intrinsic worth. 


Our OPEN LETTER in this number (p. 118) is intended mainly 
for our Presbyterian brethren and churches, and especially for their 
Foreign Mission secretaries. But we hope the Mission Boards, 
secretaries and leaders of the other branches of the church will look 
at it enough to judge of the wisdom or unwisdom of the course 
pursued by these secretaries in this case. It is a grief to us to con- 
demn the action of any Christian men. But in this case two secre- 
taries stand opposed to a whole Presbytery and twenty or thirty 
Other of their own missionaries. Can we defend the fwo against 
the zwenty ? Can we justify two men, clothed with no ecclesiastical 
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authority, in opposing and reversing the action of a church court, 
and destroying it >—a church court to respect and maintain which 
they are under special and solemn covenant, in compliance with 
which they and their predecessors have already recognized and 
maintained all the ecclesiastical acts of the said church court more 
than 45 years ? 

True, the Presbytery thus destroyed by these two secretaries, 
was not a Presbytery of their own church, but its missionaries are 
connected with the Foreign Board of these two secretaries, and be- 
came so under the special contract that they should be located 
near each other in India for the very purpose of being organized 
into such a separate Presbytery, and the same guaranteed all their 
rights and prerogatives, and effectually so, until these two non- 
ecclesiastical secretaries violated the contract, reversed the action 
of the Presbytery, and have succeeded temporarily in its destruc- 
tion. Besides, is it a crime to kill your own child, and not a crime 
to kill your neighbor’s child ? | 

We beg this murder of a church court by two secretaries of a 
non-ecclesiastical mission board, and the spiritual loss and barren- 
ness it has brought upon a large and once prosperous mission, may 
be duly and prayerfully studied by all who look and long for the 
salvation of the heathen. And when the wrong involved in the 
destruction of this church court, and the violence done to the 
earnest and outraged convictions and rights of such noble mission- 
aries as Drs. Morrison, Newton, Ullmann, Wherry, and the whole 
band of those of whose convictions we have quoted a few specimens 
on pp. 134-138, have been duly considered, will the officers of other 
mission boards and churches tell us of any like case that has ever 
occurred in the whole history of Protestant missions ? 

And in presence of all the corroding controversy and woful 
facts and results of this case, we beg our readers will consider thor- 
oughly and prayerfully this vital question—Can this world be evan- 
gelized by the arbitrary legislation of mission boards and secretaries ? 


EXPULSION OF REv. Dr. McKay From Formosa.—If anything 
more be lacking to intensify, in all Christian hearts, a conviction of 
the guilt and crime of the French authorities in their cruel and bar- 
barous war on the Chinese, it is supplied by this act excluding Dr. 
McKay from his converts and Mission in North Formosa, where he 
has labored so heroically, planting 34 stations and winning to 
Christ and church-membership 1128 converts, 662 of them the past 
year. After a brief absence in China he has just returned to his 
Mission, and finds himself excluded by the French, his Mission 
houses in ashes, his large new church at Bangkah torn down, and 
his converts beaten and plundered. Can Great Britain and other 
Christian nations look tamely on and be guiltless ? 
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From Zhe Gospel in China we learn that five of Dr. McKay’s 
churches have been destroyed, that his colleague, Mr. Jameson’s 
house was struck in the bombardment of Tamsui by the French, a 
piece of shell of 25 or 30 lbs. weight coming through its roof, and 
that Dr. McKay is in such a critical state from long continued 
anxiety and sleeplessness on account of these troubles that his 
friends are much alarmed about him. 

Later :—Obliged, by reverses in Tonquin and Cambodia, to 
call off their forces from northern Formosa, the French must relax 
their blockade, we trust, so as to allow Dr. McKay to return to his 
persecuted and suffering converts. 


THE FRENCH IN CamBopIA.—The /igaro, of Paris, affirms that 
the King (Norodom) of Cambodia, refusing to place his kingdom 
under a French protectorate, the French Governor of Cochin China, 
with a body of armed marines, forced his way into his palace and 
chamber and compelled him to sign the treaty having this stipula- 
tion; and that Norodom has sent a protest to Paris. Will the other 
powers witness such rapacity and tyranny in silence? And if so, 
will it be because they are themselves guilty of similar crimes? 

ter :—And now intelligence. comes that the people and mili- 
tary forces of Cambodia are in insurrection, the king’s brother at 
their head, and have already attacked and destroyed several French 
garrisons, the French authorities and forces at Saigon marching to 
butcher them in turn, because they resist the French in their at- 
tempts to oppress them. 


SUBSCRIPTIONS CONTINUED.—‘ Please notice that every sub- 
scription continues from year to year, unless a discontinuance is 
ordered.” — Zhe Missionary. 

This is a proper rule. The court rulings approve and authorize 
it. It is easy for any subscriber to send a Postal Card at the end 
of the time paid, or before, if a discontinuance is desired. The sub- 
scribers of this REviEw at the outset desired us to adopt this rule, 
and all should understand it. 


SUICIDE OF Hinpu Wipows.—If evidence were needed of the 
wretchedness of Hindu widows, the frequency of suicide among 
them is sufficient. A widow, 27 years old, recently destroyed her- 
self with opium oil. | 


UNSALARIED MISSIONARIES.— We have mentioned in these pages 
the names of Gordon, Baring and several other missionaries of the 


> 
> 
ar Weg 
< 


- 


148 The Missionary Review. [ Marcu, 


C. M. S. as unsalaried—supporting themselves, and some of them 
contributing generously, at the same time, in support of the work. 
We learn from the Bombay Guardian that the Rev. Mr. Bateman, 
of the C. M. S. Punjab Mission, India, belongs to this list. Should 
there be any less confidence in his fidelity and fitness for the work 
because he receives no salary? And if not, in case of an unsalaried 
missionary, then why in case of an unsalaried mission secretary ? 
Will our brother of the Gospel zn All Lands tell us why ? 


LoucH Fook.—We grieve to see notice of the death of this 
Chinese preacher and pastor on the 15th of May, 1884, from pul- 
monary consumption. He isa rare example of the expulsive and 
inspiring power of Christian love and the grace of God. Whena 
barber-boy in China he incidentally heard the Gospel, and believed. 
Wishing to assume all the obligations of a Christian, he went to 
his master and offered to relinquish one-seventh of his small allow- 
ance to avoid work on the Sabbath. His employer refused and at 
once dismissed him. His aunt, who had adopted the orphan, was 
angry because he had become a Christian, and took away his shoes 
and clothes. He bore all patiently, and seeing many of his coun- 
trymen emigrating, as Coolies, to British Guiana, under contracts 
for the sugar plantations, for a term of years, Lough Fook felt so 
much sympathy for them, and thought they would be in such 
favorable circumstances to listen to Christian truth, that he, too, 
enlisted as a Coolie. ‘Sold himself as a pig,” as the Chinese ex- 
pressed it, and went to work with them on the plantations. But 
he so faitnfully talked and preached Christ to them that many were 
won to the truth, and his efforts were so effective and successful 
that Christian friends bought his time for the rest of his contract, 
so that he might give himself wholly to Christian work among the 
Coolies. He has built up a church, with God’s help, of 200 mem- 
bers, who last year contributed $2,000; and though at his death only 
forty-three years old, his rare consecration and effective labors show 
what the grace of God can do for a Chinaman, and what a China- 
man, renewed by the grace of God, can do for the salvation of his 
countrymen. 


CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIAN Mission BoAarp.—The president 
of this board, earnest and untiring in efforts to promote its inter- 
ests, writes to correct our estimate of its cost of Administration. He 
makes this cost 16.48 instead of 33.23, as we made it. One item 
he disallows is back salary, $438.75. This, he says, belongs to the 
previous year, and so it does ; but if not then charged and brought 
into cost of that year, should it not be brought into the cost of this 
year when charged and paid. Else will it not fail to be included 
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at all? The remaining items in our calculation (p. 43) are all from 
the figures of the report, and Bro. Bell does not tell us which of 
them are at fault. We desire to be as accurate as possible in this 
calculation, in case of every Mission Board, and yet our readers 
will notice the officers of almost every one of them estimate their 
cost of administration lower than we do. We rely on the annual 
report in every case, and the more distinctly all items are arranged 
and classified, the less will be the liability to any mistake. 


INDIAN CITIZENSHIP.—We grieve to learn that, under our 
present constitution and laws, an American Indian cannot become 
a citizen. Let them be at once amended and this barbarism cease 
to exist. Without admission to the rights of citizenship and suf- 
frage the whole race must become extinct. To keep the Indians 
longer under this disability isa shame and disgrace to our Gov- 
ernment and nation. 

The National Board of Commissioners have resolved that the 
true solution of the Indian problem is the abolition of the tribal 
system, the allotment of lands in severalty, granting them suffrage, 
and rendering them amenable to the laws. What a pity this was not 
done 100 years ago! 


LAWLESSNESS IN CHINA.—Mr. and Mrs. Broumton have been 
robbed of all money and luggage while travelling in China; and 
Mr. George King’s house, at Sigan Fu, has been plundered of all 


property. 


Buamo.—The Baptist Mission Station, in Upper Burma, has 
been sacked either by the Chinese or Ka-Chins, but the mission- 
aries are reported safe at Rangoon. 


TIERRA DEL FuEGo, OosHoo1a.—The Argentine Republic has 
recently taken this part of South America under its control, estab- 
lishing a sub-Prefecture near Ooshooia, a Mission station of the 
South American Missionary Society. We are glad to see the Ar- 
gentine officials, especially their chief, Colonel Lasserre, treated the 
head of the Mission, Rev. Thomas Bridges, and all his co-workers, 
with all kindness and consideration, and all connected with the 
Mission seem to be well pleased with their official neighbors and 
the new order of things they introduce. But for the Mission and 
the great change it has effected in civilizing and evangelizing the 


natives there could seem small inducement for such an official move- 
ment. 
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OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF FOREIGN MIssions.—We cannot repress 
our conviction that the attempt of mission boards and secretaries, 
to direct and control the use of Mission funds expended in the Mis- 
sions, 2% detail, is a very serious mistake. 1. It necessitates a 
larger force of secretaries andclerksin Christendom and the expense 
of their large salaries. 2. It involves a very large amount of other- 
wise needless official correspondence between them and the 
missionaries abroad, who, from personal presence and _ knowl- 
edge, best understand the parts of the work where the funds 
are most needed and will be most useful. 3. It transfers the re- 
sponsibility of the wisest and most economical and effective use of 
the funds from the missionaries to the home officials who are least 
fitted to bear it, and thereby diminishes or destroys in the mission- 
aries the feeling of responsibility for the results of their work and 
expenditure. Let the home officials determine the individual 
salaries of the workers abroad, and the amount to be sent for the 
year to each Mission for its common work, leaving its missionaries 
to decide the details by majority votes; and not only is the labor 
and responsibility of the home officials immensely relieved, but the 
economy, feeling of responsibility, and wisdom of measures and ex- 
penditures by the missionaries, immensely increased, with like 
increase in results of their work. We are glad to see the officers 
of the Church Missionary Society are coming to appreciate somewhat 
this view, and in some cases vote such grants to the Mission or its 
local committee. We notice a grant of 42,500 ($12,500) just made 


_ to the local committee of Rupert’s Land. We devoutly hope this 


practice will be duly considered and adopted by all Mission Boards, 


KARENS IN SIAM.—The Baptist Mission among the Karens 
of northern Siam, begun at the close of 1882, now reports three 
churches, with a total of 160 members—poor, but making vigorous 
efforts at self-support, building their own churches and school- 
houses. 


CHURCH vs. VOLUNTARY SOCIETIES.—We observe with thank- 
fulness the growing tendency of the Church of Christ in her various 
branches to recognize and assume her responsibilities, and assert 
her proper rights and prerogatives. The Baptists of Canada have 
recently taken a long step in this direction, combining in more real 
and effective union and voting that the Constitutions of their Ben- 
evolent and Missionary Societies shall be so changed, as to provide 
for their management by delegates appointed directly from the 
churches. This links their benevolent and Christian work directly 
and organically with the churches. In the forcible and well-chosen 
words of an exchange, “ Instead of being controlled by machinery, 
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the churches now control whatever machinery exists or may here- 
after exist in denominational work; and, most of all, it unifies and 
systematizes the whole denomination for every branch of aggres- 
sive work. ... Lhe timte must come in the near future when all 
voluntary societies upon a money basis must cease to exist, and the 
churches will demand their rights to control the expenditure of the 
funds which they supply.” Till this time comes the church will not 


arise with resolute purpose in the strength of God, to evangelize 
the world. 


Duuip SincH.—The story of this Indian Rajah is quite well 
known to the Christian public. With a generous pension settled 
upon him by the British Government, in lieu of his ancestral rule 
and kingdom taken over by that Goverment in India, he has made 
his home in England, and his professed faith in Christ, attested by 
a consistent and upright life, has been regarded as a matter of the 
heart and not of mere form. On visiting India some 20 years ago, 
he met an interesting Christian girl in the American Mission at 
Cairo, Egypt, and she became his wife. For some eight years he 
sent $5,000 each year to that Mission in memory of this event; but 
latterly he has discontinued this annual gift, and intimations have 
come to us from various sources that he was not maintaining his 
Christian life and character as formerly. We hoped the shadows 
were soon to pass away, but instead of this we grieve to hear he 
has abandoned his faith in Christ and proposes to adopt again the 
religion of his ancestors. It was stated some time since that two 
of his sons were among the converts of Mr. Moody’s meetings. Is 
there not reason for Christian hearts to feel a special sympathy and 
interest in this case, and plead earnestly with God that this Indian 


prince may be restored again to his right mind and to sincere faith 
in Christ? 


Loss oF Mission MonEy.—We are sorry to see that the Foreign 
Board or Committee of the Southern Presbyterian Church has lost 
$2,500 by the failure of its Shanghai Banker. 


RABINOWITZ.—-Since our paper on the Christian movement among 
the Jews of Southern Russia, under Rabinowitz, p. 101, was in 
type, we grieve to hear Rabinowitz has been found dead, murdered 


by some of the orthodox Jews, as is believed. Details are not yet 
received. 


CorEA.—It now appears that the late fresh conflict in Corea 
was the result of jealousy between the Chinese and Japanese, each 
party contending for supremacy in the direction and control of 
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Corean affairs. Seven high offices were held by Chinese officials 
and Coreans of the Chinese faction. The anti-Chinese faction of 
the Coreans, incited and encouraged by the Japanese, attacked and 
murdered these seven officials after a public dinner party attended 
by all the diplomatic and consular officials, One of these seven 
was Ming- Ying-Ik, cousin of Queen Min, and late chief of the em- 
bassy to America. He was horribly cut by swords, but Mission- 
ary Allen, M.D., who was called to attend him, reported him alive 
Dec. 8th. As soon as these officials were killed the Japanese took 
possession of the king and palace, but the next day reinforcements 
both of Japanese and Chinese arrived, the latter in largest numbers, 
and in the ensuing fight some 300 were killed. The Chinese re- 
covered the king and palace, drove the Japanese to their legation 
and killed the officials placed by the Japanese in the seven offices 
whose officials of the Chinese faction had first been killed. The 
Chinese in greater force and numbers, so pressed upon the Japan- 
ese that the latter fired their legation quarters, cutting their way 
out to escape to their steamers at the Port, Chemulfoo, declaring 
they would return with 20,000 soldiers in ten days. The diplo- 
matic body seems not to have become embroiled in the conflicts, 
but between the Chinese and Japanese there is reason to fear sad 


loss and suffering to Corea. 


EARTH GREED.—Germany is developing a spirit of annexation 
quite as controlling as that of France or Great Britain. It is now 
confirmed that Bismark has annexed New Britain, New Ireland, 
the Admiralty Islands and the north part of New Guinea. 


XI. FOREIGN MISSIONS IN 1883-1884. 


XIV. CONGREGATIONALISTS—A. B. C. F. M. 
(See Vol. VII., p. 114.) 
Rev. N.°G, Clark, D. D., Sec., Boston, Mass. 


Home Strength. 1883. 1834. Year's Gain. 
3723 3796 73 
Communicants......... 387,619 396,209 8590 
454,578 467,137 12559 
Foreign Mission Income. ... $591,488.67 $552,367.10 $39,121.57 less. 


Property in Foreign Missions . $1,500,000. (REVIEW’s estimate.) 
The above income in 1884 is classified thus : 


Donations, as acknowledged in Missionary Herald. . . . . . $392,864.99 
Interest on General Permanent Fund. .........-.e.e 9 ,039-47 


$552,367.10 
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From this, it appears the falling off in income ($39,121.57) re- 
sults mainly from using less of the Otis fund, and from receiving 
less in legacies, than in the previous year. The falling off in do- 
nations is only $454.39. 


The interest of the Permanent Fund for Officers was $4,268.50. 
We are not yet able to see any good reason why this interest of 
the Fund for Officers is not just as much a part of the Board’s an- 
nual income as is the interest of the General Permanent Fund, which 
is always brought into the income. The only reason for this ir- 
regularity, ever suggested to us, is that by keeping it out of the in- 
come, and dividing it among the officers, and charging only the 
balance of their salaries in the annval accounts, many, perhaps 
most, people will accept the amount charged opposite each officer’s 
name as his whole salary. But if this suggestion is correct, is not 


such a dodge childish, quite unworthy of Christian men engaged i in 
a work so sacred? 


This interest of the Officers’ Fund, added to the other receipts, 
as credited in this Report, makes the total receipts ($552,367.10 + 
4,268.50) $556,635.60. Of these total receipts, the Report ac- 
knowledges the receipt of $149,030.66 from the various Woman's 
Boards. From this it appears that the Woman’s Boards have paid 


to the Am. Board $31,577.76 more than they paid the previous 
year. 


This total income of this Board in 1884 averages $1.19 per 
communicant, or $1.11 if we deduct the amount used from the Otis 
Fund. The previous year this average was $1.53 per communi- 
cant, or without the Otis fund $1.36—a large falling off in 1884. 


Foreign Force and Work. 1883. 1884. Year's Gain. 
80 79 I less. 
742 747 5 more 
Ordained Missionaries. . .. . 154 2151 3 less. 
Natives Ordained. ...... 144 142 ee 

Preachers and Catechists, 369 362 
‘¢ School Teachers. ... IO14 4. 
Other Helpers. .... 300 307 7 more 
Communicants ... 19,364 21,176 1812 
Net Gain in (loss) 391, by Table 422. 1812 * 
Gelm percent.“ ..... 1.97 loss per ct. 9.35 11.32 


Whole Number of Pupils . . . 35,625 36,537 giz “ 
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TABULAR VIEW OF THE DIFFERENT MISSIONS OF THIS BOARD IN 
1883-4. 


Americ’ns Natives. 


MIssIONS. Begun. Pr. ct, Cost |Gainin 

Men 5 in pay. Charged. |Com’ts 
Zulu Mission 1835} 10} 16) 3) II 729| 16.46! 2319/$21,415.31) 84 


4 Turk. Missions 1819} 55} 82; 60/1106) 7714] 15.11] 13,750|196,408.45| 349 
Maratha 1813! 178) 1458) 13.23] 2021] 29,962.89) 16 
Madura “ 1834; 16) 18} 368) 2817] 13.70! 4981) 41,069.41| 69 less 
Ceylon 1816 5| 9| 10} 282} 1130} 25.84) 9506] 15,007.49] 69 
4China “ 1847; 31 2} 109} 1048) 10.59} 669) 68,354.59; 78 


38 

2japan 1869} 17| 17} 1877) 644! 73,676.68) 780 
Micronesia “ 1852) 7) 12| 37| 3870) 1.26] 1958) 14,585.97; 409 
2 Mexican “ 33} 33-33 35} 11,647.72! 33 
Austria 1872} I 1 oF gf 8,18 70| 7,993-99| 14 
Hawaiian “ Mis 15| 13,867.33)... 

165) 205] 142/1262| 21,176) 36,5371518,172.64| 1843 


The discrepancy of thirty-one in the year’s gain in communi- 
cants, as shown in last column of this table and in the figures 
above, is traceable to the discrepancy between the table and body 
of the Report in 1882-3, as seen in the net loss above (391 or, by 
table, 422). We took the smaller net loss in 1882-3, and hence the 
net gain here comes out 1843 instead of 1812—tthe actual gain. 

We rejoice in the better visible results of work by the agents 
of this Board the past year. Both the agents and expenditure have 
been less the past year, and yet the gain in communicants has 
been so much greater as to demand a careful study by the friends 
of the Board to account for it. 

The last column of this table shows the measure of blessing 
on each Mission field, as seen in the increase of communicants. 
The largest gain has been in Japan, (780) 71.10 per cent. 

The next largest gain has been in Micronesia, (409) 11.52 per 
cent.; and next to this comes the Turkish field, (349) 4.73 per cent. 
The Zulu Mission has made a marked improvement, gaining 84, or 
13.02 per cent. We are surprised at the small net gain in the dear 
old Maratha Mission, only 16, or I.1 per cent. And the Madura 
Mission even shows a loss of 69 communicants, or 2.39 per cent. 
The net gain or loss in case of each Mission may well be studied 
thoroughly, with the eye on the number of men and women em- 
ployed, and the amount expended in it. So, also, the per centage 
of the native communicants employed in each Mission should be 
compared and thoroughly considered. Mexico shows the number 
employed is at the rate of 33.33 per cent; Ceylon, 25.84. This per 
centage in the other Missions is more moderate, and probably some 
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of those employed are not paid with Mission funds. We are thank- 
ful to see the improved state of the work and churches, as reported, 
in the four Turkish Missions, and hope the changes effected may 
prove permanent and satisfactory to all parties. 


Reinforcements sent to the Missions the past year, as reported, are— 


13 ordained men, II wives and 8 unmarried ladies—In all 32 sent the first time. 


26 25 II 62 


As this report gives five less men and eighteen less women 
present in the Missions at the year’s close than at the close of 
the previous year, we infer that thirty-one men and fifty-four 
women have left the Mission the past year, either on furlough or 
permanently; and that sixty-two voyages to the Missions and 
eighty-five voyages from them have resulted in a loss of twenty- 
three American workers in the Missions. Does not this item de- 
serve the serious attention of the Am. Board, and of the churches 
who support it? Would it not be well to require the compilers of 
the Annual Report to show, in close connection, the actual cost of 
all these voyages, instead of lumping them in the huge aggregates 
embodying the experiditures, as now? 


“ Purchases, Procuring and Forwarding Supplies.” 


In this connection we must again express our conviction that 
the more than ¢hzvty charges under these headings should be item- 
ized, and the purchases and supplies for individual missionaries 
should be charged by the Treasurer to individual missionaries in 
account with them, and not appear here in the general Mission ac- 
counts at all. If they are charged here, and then recovered from 
the individual missionaries, and credited in their accounts with the 
Treasurer, they falsify the Board’s accounts by making both re- 
ceipts and expenditures greater than they actually are. If the items 
of purchases and supplies, for individual missionaries, are not re- 
covered from them, then this way of keeping the accounts involves 
serious loss to the Board. If these numerous charges for ‘‘ Procur- 
ing and forwarding supplies,’ are to be understood literally,—not 
including cost of supplies, but the cost of buying and sending them 
only,—then every one of them ought to come under cost of admin- 
istration, greatly swelling this cost, and suggesting the inquiry: 
should not this whole business of purchasing and procuring supplies 
be taken from the control of the Board, and missionaries be al- 
lowed to get their supplies directly from merchants and secular 
agents, who, for their patronage, will gladly fill their orders with 
no charge whatever for procuring the supplies, and, in many cases, 
at lower prices than the agents of the Boards purchase them. 
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What items are included in the huge aggregates—$31,796.59, 
$43,097.94, $60,761.62, $77,808.51, &c.—who can know? If the 
integrity of the officers of the Board is to be accepted as a guaran- 
tee that these accounts are correct, why not accept the same with- 
out any accounts at all? The acceptance of such accounts from any 
men, no matter how good and fair their Christian character, is 
really presenting a temptation to them, and proving unfaithful to a 
the donors. Nothing short of the full items and details, as fur- 
nished in the Annual accounts of the American Baptist Missionary 
Union, can enable the donors of Mission funds to become intelli- 
gent and satisfied as to their expenditure. 

The cost of the Missionary Herald, to Mission funds, is given 
as $2,295.65; and this is made to appear so small, only by charg- 
ing $1,000 of the editor’s salary under correspondence, and also 
charging to the Board “all copies sent gratuitously . . . to pastors, 
honorary members, donors, &c.”’ 

With thankfulness to God for His help thus far in the history of 
the Missionary REVIEW, we place its entire self-support from the 
first, and its $1,000 sent to Foreign Missions, along side of this 
official report of the Mitsstonary Herald which had a start of more 
than 60 years, and has been running under the full prestige of this 
large and “ august” Am. Board. 

The cost of the “ Day Spring” to the Mission funds has been 


$719.22. 
Cost of Admintstration.— 
Agencies—See Report. . ... $ 7,501.34 
Amount Paid to Officers from Officers’ Fund. ... . 4,268.50 
Charges in New York Office... -1,101,43 
Miscellaneous Charges—See Report... .... oe 
38,321.34 
Estimate for Rent of Mission House. . . . « « « +» » 5,000 
43,321.34 
Total Receipts—See Report. ...... $552,367.10 
Added Sums Paid to Officers and not Charged 4,268.50 
556,635.60 
Deduct Otis Fund (Used). ....... 34,894. 7° 
521,740.90 
Deduct Women’s Gifts already Taxed. . . 149,376.43 
372,363.47 
Hence $43,321.34 


$372,363.47—43,321.347 
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And yet our good brother of the Gospel in all Lands (Sep. 18, 
1884,) quotes Dr. Clark as claiming that this Board’s cost of admin- 
istration is about 5.5 per cent. We give our figures and process, 
and leave our readers to judge of the result. Only, it must ever 
be borne in mind that there are expenses for mere business agents 
abroad, included in the large aggregates, and which, with the actual 
cost of “ purchases and procuring supplies, would doubtless swell 
this percentage (13.16) very largely. 

Western Mexico. Our constant readers will remember that the 
secretaries of this Board dismissed their missionaries, Rev. and 
Mrs. Watkins, in Western Mexico, some two or three years ago, 
or compelled them to resign, giving no reasons for the arbitrary 
act, so far as we know. Mr. and Mrs. W. continued in their work, 
finding a measure of support from friends, and sharing richly in 
the blessing of God on their efforts. At the Annual Meeting of 
the Board in Detroit (1883) the committee appointed to report on 
that Mission, Rev. E. D. Eaton, Chairman, expressed regret that 
the secretaries should send new missionaries to the same place, 
Guadalajara, to supplant Mr. and Mrs. Watkins, and try to draw 
away their converts already won to Christ, saying: “ Your com- 
mittee feel constrained to question whether the interests of the 
Mission would not be promoted more wisely by withdrawing from 
this competition to some new point among the many not occu- 
pied.” 

We have watched as some interest for the result of this re- 
port of their committee on the action of the secretaries. So far, it 
seems to have been utterly unheeded. Three young missionaries 
and their wives have been kept there the past year, at an expense 
of $7,720.82, and the friction and trouble resulting has been just 
what might have been expected in such a case—what the com- 
mittee evidently foresaw and wisely sought to prevent. Is not this 
disregard of the advice of such a committee’a full confirmation of 
the charge Dr. Bacon brings against the executive, viz., that the 
Board no longer controls or directs the executive, but the execu- 
tive controls the Board? ‘The young missionaries sent to Guada- 
lajara by the secretaries, succeeded in winning over no converts the 
first year but now the secretaries report: “Two churches have 
been organized during the year, one of eighteen members, . . . and 
one of fourteen members. . .” How many of these were won over 
from the band of converts already enlisted, we are not told in the 
Report. How Mr. Watkins regards the course adopted by the 
secretaries, in trying to draw away his converts by these mission- 
aries, may be easily imagined, and is manifest from his own state- 
ments. 

In April, 1884, he writes: 


“I know that my weak voice cannot awaken the Churches in the United States to 
realize the fact that the Am. Board [Secretaries ?] deals cruelly with its missionaries 
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who refuse to seli their souls to save thetr salaries; who cannot be frightened when 
told that their passage home will not be paid unless they leave the field (by such a day) 
to which they have solemnly consecrated themselves and all they have, and where God 
has seen fit to bless them abundantly; who will dare ask an explanation of false charges 
and base insinuations ; [to realize and believe the fact] that it spends thousands of dol- 
lars yearly, at least on this field, not in winning souls out of popish darkness and lead- 
ing them into the light of God, for I know not of one soul brought to Christ through the 
efforts of the present agents of the Board in this field, but in endeavoring to bribe weak 
churches to become congregational by offering them foreign missionaries instead of the 
faithful natives now in charge of them; in endeavoring to buy over our native preachers, 
in causing dissension, in picking up malcontents and those who are after the loaves and 
fishes freely offered them (by such agents as frankly confess that if they disobey the 
Board [Secretary] they must expect to be recalled), to form unworthy churches, so that 
flattering reports can be sent to Boston,’’ &c.. . . ‘* Such missionary(?) work may suit 
the Board, [Secretary ?] but surely it is fatal to the cause of Christ. And while the 
churches at home can be blinded to the true state of affairs in Mission fields. . . so as 
to do injustice, to condemn a man without hearing, as in my case ..........-.-. 
**] have no court of appeal, no body with whom to plead for justice, only the con- 
gregational body, a body in this case, I am sorry to say, that has no soul, no soul to be 
responsible for wrongs done here by the Board [Secretary ?] that represents it, and no 
soul to hear complaints and do justice. I carried on the Mission in this State inde- 
pendently for some time, but the Churches and myself were obliged, for the good of the 
cause, to go over to the M. E. Church, south.” 


We are left to infer that this transfer to the M. E. Church was 
adopted as a measure of protection from the efforts made by the 
Am. Board and its agents to disintegrate and break up the church 
and work Mr. and Mrs. Watkins had been helped of God to gather 
and build up during a service of ten or twelve years. And yet this 
same Board, through its secretaries, has ever been first and most 
bitter in its complaints of all such encroachments, on their Missions 
and work, by the agents of other societies. 

It is far from pleasant to condemn the course of the Am. 
Board’s officers and agents, but in this case we see no alternative. 
Their former resistance and complaints against others for encroach- 
ments on their work, as in the Sandwich Islands, and later in the 
Maratha Mission, place them in the position of a party self-con- 
demned—show them to be doing themselves what they severely 
condemn in others. The evidence in this case does not depend on 
Mr. Watkins alone. The Mexican Missionary Socwety, organized of 
native Mexican protestants, in 1876, gives more pointed testimony 
than even Mr. Watkins has. 

It affirms of the secretary: 


‘* He has sent his men down here well furnished with means, not to propagate the 
Gospel, but rather discord, | 

“The missionaries of the Board have gone to churches and congregations in charge 
of poor men, receiving no aid from any quarter, to endeavor toe win them over to the 
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Board by unfair means, offering to supply them with Foreign Missionaries and teachers, 
The result of such policy has been : 

“‘1, To depreciate earnest and faithful self-supporting preachers, 2. Tocreate discord 
in the churches, 3. To create the necessity of employing preachers for these churches, thus 
making self-supporting churches dependent on others. 

“The Missionaries have also unscrupulously endeavored to win for the Board our 
best workers by unfair means. The offers made them have been urgent and well backed 
up with pronfises of money. One example of many will suffice to enable the reader to 
judge of such course of action. 

“« We had in our employ a man who is well known as an efficient laborer, to whom 
we paid from twelve to fifteen dollars per month; he was invited to the Mission house 
of the Board, and after their usual preamble to such as they try to buy over, stating that 
he received but a very, very small salary, they offered him //ty dollars per month, if he 
would only leave us to serve them. Our man told them, however, that he was no trai- 
tor and could not be bought with money. The reader cannot fail to see the result of 
such unworthy procedure even though it be in favor of the American Board. 

‘* One of the places alloted our society is a small town seven leagues from Guada- 
lajara, The Society sent preachers there nearly every Sunday in the dry season, and as 
often as possible in the rainy season. A member of the church living in the place took 
charge when neither of us could be present. Soon after the arrival of the missionaries, 
through intrigue, the man referred to was won over to the Board. His son-in-law was 
employed as well as others of the family. Seeing that the missionaries of the Board 
were preparing the way to occupy the place, we arranged with Mr. Watkins to senda 
preacher there. After he was sent, one of the missionaries followed him and succeeded 
in dividing the work. 

‘Then we bought a small house in the place, but the missionaries determined to 
outstrip us, went there and bought a lot, on which they are building a room for wor- 
ship now in the rainy season when the materials for building cost as much again as in 
the dry season. This ki fission work is done among us for the Board in the 
name of the Prince of Peace. 

‘* They visit our members and comgregates using every means to induce them to 
abandon our church; they dwell on the virtues of Congregationalism and speak con- 
temptuously of the Methodist Church to which we now belong, creating a sectarian spirit 
among us; they call our pastor and ourselves traitors, declaring that we were bought by 
the Methodist Church South, thus causing disputes and party feeling and bringing the 
cause of Christ to shame,”’ 


Of the churches organized, as stated in this Board’s Report, this 
Mexican Missionary Society for propagating the Gospel at their 
own expense, establishing self-supporting churches, says, of their 
church of fourteen members: ‘‘ Seven of them were irregular or 
excommunicated members of our church, one a candidate, four be- 
longed to a family of believers from Zacatecas, the other two from 
Guadalajara. Neither, when the church was organized, nor since, 
have the missionaries [of the Am. Board] received a member that 


we know of, won by them from Papal darkness into the light of the 
Gospel.” 
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Of the other church, of eighteen members, they say: “All ex- 
cepting one, were either members of our church or believers before 
ever these missionaries arrived here.” 

These two churches not only represent the $14,542.67 ex- 
pended by the Board in gathering their members out of the other 
churches and organizing them in the name of the Am, Board, but 
in a manner they represent also the woful scandals and demoraliz- 
ing forces imported into the Mexican churches, bringing protes- 
tantism into grievous disrepute even among American Christians 
there on the ground; so that the whole body of Americans and 
foreigners in Guadalajara have united in condemning the Am. 
Board and its agents, and warmly commending Mr.and Mrs. Wat- 
kins. And J. W. Chandler, an earnest friend of the Board, and 
deacon of a congregational church in San Jose, California, who 
went to Guadalajara, strongly prejudiced in favor of the Am. Board, 
and against Mr. Watkins, in reply to a letter of inquiries, writes 


(Aug. 14, 1883): 


‘You ask my assistance in getting at the facts in regard to Rev. and Mrs. Watkins, 
their work, and their treatment of co-laborers, It will give me great pleasure if I can 
aid you in your investigation in this complicated, and what seemsto me a very sad state 
of things. When I came to Guadalajara five months since, from what little knowledge 
I had of the trouble here, I was prejudiced in favor of the American Board. 
Mr. and Mrs. Watkins were strangers to me. The first Sabbath morning I found my 
way to their church, the house was full, and a more attentive audience I never 
saw. At the close Mr. W. conducted a Bible class, Mrs. W. taking the children to 
another room ; nearly the entire adults remained. 

“The prayer-meeting, which is the thermometer of the spiritual life of any church, 
averaged 100 in attendance. Only a few weeks since at one of the meetings, three 
young men rose and expressed their desire to follow Christ. It is impossible to be 
present at these services without feeling the sympathy which exists between Pastor and 
people—there is no waiting one for the other in these meetings. I am a frequent visitor 
at their home, their doors are thrown open through all the hours of the day and evening, 
and I never go there, but I find several waiting for a word with Mr. W. who is always 
ready to hear their reports, and give sympathy, counsel and help so far as it is within his 
power. ‘Two evenings in the week the young people meet at their home and are taught 
music, assisted by a Native Teacher. In my judgment, Mr. and Mrs. Watkins are pe- 
culiarly adapted to work among this people, and are consecrated to the work. Mr. 
Watkins has the confidence of the Mexicans, and the leading Officials in this city are 
willing to use their influence if his men who are at work in the Pueblus are persecuted. 
Instances have come under my observation since I have been here; he also has the con- 
fidence, respect and sympathy of the Americans. I feel he is a power in this city for 
good. I have carefully investigated and tried to get at the foundation of the difficulty, 
and my honest convictions are that it originated in jealousy. The American Board has 
been exceedingly unfortunate in the men sent here to assist Mr, W. in this work.”’ 


Of charges against Mr. and Mrs. Watkins, Mr. Chandler writes 


‘‘ Many of the charges can be proven to be false by persons who live here and are 
familiar with the circumstances ; many of them are of such a trivial nature that I am sur- 
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prised the Board took any notice of them, or should have been influenced by them... 
I believe Mr. and Mrs. Watkins are as innocent of these charges as I am . . . Why 
should he be called a traitor because he wishes to go where he can be supported, and do 
greater work for the Master? He has been told by representatives of the Board, that 
he would be a traitor if he went over to the Methodists, and they have used their influ- 
ence to prevent the Methodists from accepting him. I wish he could be supported in 
his present [independent] position, I believe by the fruits of his labors he would 


silence all opposition. That the Board made a mistake in recognizing these excommuni- 
cated members as a church is evident.”’ &c, 


Again, Mr. Chandler says: “I think it very unwise for the Board 
to spend money as it is doing here, when there are so many places 
where much might be accomplished. I am aware the Board is an 
august body, but | do not believe it is infallible.” 


In October, 1883, writing to Mr. Watkins, Mr. Chandler adds: 


‘I did come here thinking the Am. Board had done right, or at least, had good 
and sufficient reasons for the action it had taken. I was not posted respecting its com- 
plaints against you, until I read some of them in letters written in Boston. It would 
seem from some of its statements that it has no charges to make against you!! I have 
not been able to find out from the Board’s representatives on this field the nature of the 
troubles between you and the Board, although they have said there are things which, if 
made public, would condemn you to everlasting shame and disgrace. . . It is a strange 
contradiction to say there is nothing against your moral character, and again to say, if 
all were made public you would be forever disgraced. And again that the cause would 
suffer if justice were done. I cannot believe the cause of Christ ever suffers by doing 
justly. Paul was permitted to defend himself [even before an unbelieving and heathen 


court] and I think that every disciple should have the same privilege when accused as 
you have been.”’ 


In reference to Mr. Watkins’ seeking some protection from the 
persecutions of the secretaries and agents of the Am. Board by 
going over to the Methodists, this loyal congregationalist deacon, 
Mr. Chandler, writes: “If the Methodists will support you in your 
work, go over to them ; and may God bless you and your people. 
I think you are perfectly justified, under the circumstances, in going 
where you will be able to do more for this people. 

“T think the Am. Board acted unwisely in sending men here at 
all; and very unwisely in sending so many to this field not know- 
ing the needs. Such an expenditure of money cannot be justified. 
If this missionary field is a representative of the management of 
the Board in all others, I think the churches should know it, and 
demand a more strict account of the managers.” 

We give these facts, items and testimonies as historical and 
worthy of permanent record; and also with the earnest hope and 
prayer to God that they many lead the secretaries of this Board to 
modify the wrong elements of their management, and especially 
that they may help rouse its corporate members and the churches 
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supporting this Board to a true sense of their very solemn respon- 
sibility for the mistakes and unwise management of its secretaries. 

The conduct of these secretaries in utterly disregarding the 
Christian advice of the Detroit Committee, and persisting in send- 
ing so many thousands of dollars to support six agents in Guadala- 
jara to fight Mr. and Mrs. Watkins, draw away his converts, and 
drive away those two old and faithful workers who had won them 
to Christ by God’s blessing on their toils and prayers and perils 
some dozen years—is it worthy such a missionary organization as 
the Am. Board? We might give parallel or even worse instances 
of the determined spirit to rule or ruin at whatever cost to Mission 
funds, or loss of earnest and devoted missionaries, in the past his- 
tory of this Board. We might give the history of many faithful 
missionaries, dismissed or compelled to resign by this same resort 
to threats, insinuations and innuendos of some terrible offences con- 
cealed for the sake of the cause, while saying to the victims and 
their friends: “ We have nothing against their mora/ character ’’— 
and yet constantly whispering such insinuations as to greatly 
weaken, if not wholly destroy, public confidence in these victims, 
and even to awaken the darkest suspicions in the minds of their 
victims’ own relatives and dearest friends. We remember a mis- 
sionary whose whole life attests his heart-devotion to his work 
among the heathen and his success in it; but who came under the 
disfavor of a former secretary of this same Board, who resorted to 
this same process of insinuations and threats; and having either 
dismissed or compelled him to resign, when the missionary, with 
the warm approval and help of friends had prepared to go back 
single-handed and prosecute his mission work, trusting in God, and 
had fixed the day for sailing, on the very next day the said secre- 
tary had a card published in the prominent religious papers of New 
England, New York, Philadelphia, and still more widely—a card, 
stating no specific crimes perpetrated by that missionary, but deal- 
ing in insinuations fitted to awaken dark suspicions, and prevent 
his friends from sending him any means of support. But suppress- 
ing now, all such facts in our own knowledge though they crowd 
On our memory, we submit this case of Mr. and Mrs. W. to the 
candid and prayerful consideration of all who love Christ and His 
work among the heathen. Can this world ever be evangelized by 
such conduct of Foreign Missions? 


XV. AMERICAN MIssIONARY ASSOCIATION. 
: (See Vol. VII., p. 120.) 
REv. M. E. StTriEBy, D. D., Cor. Sec., 56 Reade street, New York. 
Home strength the same as that of the Am. Board. 


Foreign Force and Results— Freedmen. 1883. 1884. Year's Gain. 
Missionaries—Male and Female .. ., 100 104 4 
Number of Churches. . ..... 89 95 6 
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Number of Members ..... . 5,974 6,420 4406 
9,406 13,150 4,044 
“ of Teachers and Matrons . . 250 
Cost for Freedmen .... . . $230,022.15 $287,594.19 $57,572.04 
Years Total Imcome.. ... . . $383,567.29 $407,831.70 $95,264.41 
Work Among Am. Indians. 
Ordained Missionaries. . .... . I2 
Bapenaityre « « « 88,055.44 
Work Among the Chinese. 
Superintendent, Rev. W. C. Pond . . I 
Ceased from Idolatry ..... - 175 IQ! 
Given Evidence of Conversion . 121 


The Annual Report of this Association not having reached 
us (not printed yet), we leave these statistics incomplete, hoping to 
have them in time for our Annual Table in No. 4. 


XVI. AMERICAN Baptist MISSIONARY UNION. 
(Vol. VII., p. 121.) 


Rev. J. N, Murpock, D. D., Sec., Tremont Temple, Boston, Mass. 


Home Strength. 1883. 1884. Year's Gain, 

No changes reported, 

Communicants . . . . 650,130 

For. Miss. Income . . .~ $327,800.98 $328,527.21* $726.23* 
Debt at year’s close, . . $9,611.94 $22,369.67 $12,756.73 


Value of For, Miss. Property, $650,000. (REVIEW’s estimate), $356,709. (Official. ) 
* Besides $11,916.68 added to permanent funds, 


Foreign Force and Results. 
Americans. Natives. | Communicants. Yrs Gain 
Men. Wo'n. Doctors. Ord. Unord. 1883. 1884. Gain. per Cent. 


Burma . . 35 60 2 118 463 24,210 25,200 990 4.08 
Assam .. 9 IO O 9 82 1,851 1,853 2 .10 
Telugus . . 18 19 46 240 22,277 «24,508 1,231 £10.10 
China. . . II 14 2 7 69 1,685 1,373 312 less. 
7 2 25 239 286 47 19.66 
Afri’ .. 2 9 429 429 

78 112 4 182 888 50,691 53,649 2,959 5.83 
In Europe 850 51,570 58,473 6,003 13.38 
Grand Totals, 18 112 4 182 888 102,2161 112,152 9,861 9.64 


The European Workers—Total, 870, 


a 
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The great increase in the debt of this Union, as shown above, 
should arouse the more than 600,000 Northern Baptists to far more 
generous giving. 

The year’s net gain in communicants has been 9,861, an ad- 
vance of 2,469 on that of the previous year. Among the Asiatic 
Missions the largest net gain has been in the Telugu Mission, 
though, as in the previous year, the largest percentage of net gain 
has been in Japan. 

Of the 194 missionaries, our count results in 81 ordained, I 
layman and 121 women, 46 of the latter unmarried. 


Administration. Publications. $1,892.31 
16,322.37 
Secretary, Treasurer and Clerks... ... . 8,846.17 
$30,967.42 
Estimated Rent ... ... 3,000.00 
$33,967.27 
Received from four Woman’s Boards. . . 71,586.66 
$256,940.55 
$33,967.27 


Therefore, == 15.23 per cent. Cost of Administration. 
$256 


1940.55 — $33,967.27 

Nearly half this expense of administration comes from the 
agencies. If the pastors would do this work, which is strictly 
theirs as a part of their regular duties, this cost of administration 
would at once fall to almost half its present amount. 

We notice this Union has a permanent fund for officers, the 
interest of which paid $1,841.52 of their salaries ; but they properly 
bring this into the regular income, and charge their full salaries in 
expenditures, concealing no part of them in the manner to which 
we have called attention in case of the officers of the Am. Board. 
We must regard the course here adopted as the more proper and 
honorable. 


Am. Indians. The District Secretary of the Baptist Home 
Missions, in his brief summary, says of these Indians: “‘ The Gospel 
will and does evangelize them. In proof of this we have but to 
point to over 100 Baptist churches, with more than 6,000 
members among them.” 

On page 30, of this REviEw (current vol.) we have show that 
the Presbyterian Foreign Board, in 1877, reported 1,763 commyini- 
cants in its Missions among the Am. Indians, and six years later, 
in 1883, keeping a large force of missionaries among them and 
expending $115,330.00 during the six years, it reported in 1883 
only 1,453 communicants—a loss, in the six years, of 310! And 
yet, in face of these glaring facts, the Presbyterian Foreign Secre- 
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tary, in charge of these Presbyterian Missions among the Indians, 
clings to them as if he had a personal claim to keep them under 
his control in perpetuo, using the funds of his Board to print and 
circulate papers, and articles in periodicals, urging that the Indians 
“must be chiefly reached by the principles, the policy and the 
methods which are in use for heathen tribes and peoples. No 
other methods will work well for them,” &c. And this, while his 
own methods and policy reduce his band of communicants by 310 
in Six years, and he reports only 1,453 in all his Missions, and sees 
the Baptist Home Missionary Society reporting over 6,000! 


With the present annual progress and grand results in the 
work of this Missionary Union, what may we not confidently hope 
and look for, if the home management will yield to the rightful 
wishes of the missionaries, now working so earnestly and effectively, 
and introduce into their Missions abroad the same measure of au- 
tonomy that is claimed and exercised in all ministerial associations 
and church courts in Christendom. 


This Baptist Union has recently assumed heavy work and re- 
sponsibility in taking charge of the Livingstone Inland Mission on 
the Congo, in Africa, and it should prove an effective summons to 
the members of the Baptist Church at the North to pray more 


earnestly and give more largely for this holiest work of the 
Church. 


X VII.—SouTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION. 
(See Vol. VII, p. 126.) 


Rev: H. A. Tupper, D.D., Secretary, Richmond, Va. 


Home Strength : 1883. 1884. Year's Gain, 
6,096 No 
Foreign Mission Income... . . . $56,804.71 $80,465.87 $23,661.16 


Property in Foreign Missions, $60,000, 


Foreign Force and Results, 


Ordained Men... ...... 16 21 5 
Natives, Ordained... .... . 16 16 
és Unordained ...... 20 34 14 
és Communicants .... 1,020 1,143 123 


531 4 
Contributions ..... $855,18 $1,088, 31 $233.21 
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| TABULAR VIEW OF THE MISSIONS. 


Natives 
5 
ISSIONS, msi & ra 
Totals in 1884..... 21; 24) 16) 34/1143/$1,088.39) 684 
16; 21} 16) 855.18) 531 


Decided progress is manifest in every item but the Native 
Pastors; and the net gain in native communicants has been at the 
rate of 12.05 per cent.; while the year’s advance in income has 
been at the rate of 41.65. Surely our brethren of this church have 
much reason to thank God and take courage. 


— 


For cost of Administration we take charges for Agencies... , _* 548.91 
Salary of Corr. Secretary . 2,500.00 
Clerk for same . “er 500.00 
Travel, Rent, Postage, etc. eee ke 
$10,763.40 
10,763.40 
Hence, $80,465.87 — $10,763.40 = 15.44 per cent. 


It is with manifest regret that the proposed Mission to Kaby- 
‘lia has been given over, and Rev. E. F. Baldwin transferred to the 
English Mission, of which Mr. Edward H. Glenny is secretary, of 
Linton Road, Barking, London, England. Hoping for much bles- 
sing on their work among the Kabyles. 


We notice a new Table of Home Statistics has been prepared which shows an 
— membership of 948,184 Whites, 
832,250 Colored, 


1,780,434 
as the total Home Strength of this southern Baptist Convention. 


XVII. (2..—Boarp oF For. Missions oF Bap. CoNVENTION. (Col’d.) 
Prof. J. E. Jones, Sec., Richmond, Va. 


This is a new organization by our colored Baptist brethren at 
the South, which seems to have made a successful beginning of 
work at Bendu, near Lake Piesue, some twenty miles from Cape 
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Mount. Messrs. W. W. Colley and J. H. Presley, with their wives, 
and three other young men went to Africa, some eighteen months 
ago, and have reported the Baptism of ten persons and have organ- 
ized them into achurch. No regular report has reached us, but 
in the organ of the Board, African Missions, we notice acknowl- 
edgments of monies received; in the number for June, 1883, 
are mentioned $2,248.26 received, and $1,660.34 expended. We 
notice also that already two of the party, Mrs. Hattie Presley and 
Miss Alice Lyle have died after brief service. We shall be glad to 


see this Mission enlarge and become an efficient force, greatly 
blest of God for the evangelization of Africa. 


XVIII. FREE Baptists. 
(Vol. VII, p. 127.) 


J. STACEY, Cor, Sec., Lawrence, Mass. 


Home Strength : 1883. 1884. Year's Gain. 
pS 44 No change 
1,367 reported. 
1,257 
78,909 80,150 1,241 
Foreign Mission Income. ..... $19,177.38 $19,267.93 $90.50 
Property in Missions. ... . . . 20,000.00 (REVIEW’S estimate.) 
Foreign Force and Results : 
Missionaries, Ordained. ... . . 5 5 5 
Women....... 14 14 
Native Preachers... ....... 6 7 I 
apo 9 10 I 
Communicants ....... 551 566 15 
2,709 3,135 426 
3,089 3,292 203 
‘‘ Contributions. ..... Rs. 326 Rs. 500 Rs, 184 


Of the Home Strength of this church, Rev. Geo. H. Ball, D.D., 
in his Year Book, gives the membership 96,714; and including 
General Baptists, Separate Baptists, Free Christian Baptists and the 
Church of God, he makes the sum total, 168,445. If these various 
branches will form an organic Union for permanent life-work, we 
shall gladly adopt Dr. Ball’s classification, and look for commen- 
surate increase in work for Christ and souls at home and abroad. 

Of the five ordained missionaries, one, some forty-five years in 
the service, is now recruiting in America, with his heart still youn 
and hoping to go back soon tc his work in India. Of the fourteen 
women also, four are in America, but hoping soon to return to 
the work. The details of this Report show earnest and successful 
work. The whole Christian community reported is 1,004. Since 


the date of this Report two new workers, Rev. and Mrs. George, 
have sailed and reached this Mission. 
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Medical Work.—Miss Dr. Phillips reports her dispensary still 
self-supporting, though patients have diminished in number, owing 
in part to less sickness, especially less malarial disease. The Schools 
of all kinds, from the Bzdle School to the Fungle, Zenana, Ragged 
and /ndustrial schools, are well reported of, and show a decided in- 
crease in the number of learners. There must be a large number 
of teachers—Christian and non-Christian—employed in these 
schools. Would it not be well to mention the number of each 
kind in the Annual Report? The &72d/e School has had nineteen 
young men in training for service among their countrymen. 

The local contributions to the various schools, including Gov- 
ernment Grants-in-aid, are Rs. 8,741, about $3,500. 

Cost of Administration. To Treasurer, $450, Secretary, $250, 
and other items in all $1,857.44. 


Therefore, - 61,857.44 ~ = 10.66 per cent. 


$19,267.93 — 1,857.44 | 
A portion of this home expense belonged to the previous 
year, and having been omitted then makes this expense above the 


average this year. 


XIX. oF CANADA. 
(Vol. VII, p. 128.) 


Maritime Prov., JOHN MARCH, Esq., Corr. Sec., St. John, N. B., 
Ontario, Quebec, etc., REv. J. W. A. STEWART, Hamilton, Ontario. 


Home Strength. 1883. 1884. Year's Gain. 
706 
Communicants. . ....... 65,718 
Foreign Mission Income... . $19,020,16 
Woman’s Boards. . ...... 4,858.50 
Property in Missions. ... . 17,500.00 
Foreign Force and Results. 

Missionaries Ordained . .. . 8 
Women. .... 8 
Native Preachers ...... 15 
‘¢ Teachers and Helpers . 57 

Communicants .... IIIS 


The work of Foreign Missions by the Baptists of Canada is 
supervised by two committees, and their reports are published 
separately. This seems to us a great infelicity. The Annual Re- 
port of the Ontario branch has reached us, but the other Report has 
not, nor has the local Report of the Missions in India reached us. 


From this Report we obtain the statistics of three stations in India, 
viz. 


Ordained Men. Women, Nat, Preachers Others, Comt’s Income. 
Cocanoda, I 2 3 11 263 
Tuni, I I 4 5 50 
Akida, I O 8 14 974 
3 3 15 30 1287 $12,668.15 
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Of the four other stations in India, under the care of the com- 
mittee of the Maritime Provinces, we hope to obtain the statistics in 
time for the general Table in No. 4. The fact that the communi- 
cants reported in these three stations, exceed those of all the sta- 


tions the previous year, is evidence that these brethren have been 
much blessed in their work. 


XX.—SEVENTH—Day BAPTISTs. 
(Vol. VIL., p. 129.) 
Rev. A. E, MAIN, Sec., Ashaway, R. I. 


Home Strength. 1883. 1884. Year's Gain, 
Total Home and Foreign Income | $8,151.84 $10,239.51 $2,087.67 
Foreign Mission Income ...... $2,922.50 3,650.50 28.00 
Property in Foreign Missions. . . . . $5,000 (REVIEW’s Estimate). 


The above Foreign Mission Income for 1884, is an estimate 
from figures covering some eighteen months. 


Foreign Force and Results, 


Gnd fielpers. . . 4 4 


The gain in communicants reported obtains in the Holland 
Mission, not in China. 

One of the women, Miss Ella F. Swinney, is a Medical Mis- 
sionary, and she is evidently finding her knowledge and practice of 
medicine a great help in her work. The brethren of this church 
have reason to show warm interest in their China Mission, and to 
sustain it resolutely with their gifts and prayers. 


XXI.—DIscIPLES OF CHRIST. 
(Vol. VII., p. 130.) 


Rev, A. MCLEAN, Sec.,, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Home Strength, 188 3, 1884. Year's Gain. 
630,000 
Foreign Mission Income. ....... $35,869.40 $41,091.39 $5,221.99 
Christian Woman’s B. M. Income. . . . «$10,364.50 $14,489.55 $4,125.05 


Total for H. and F, Missions. ..... $102,051.05 $115,777.78 $3,720.73 
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Foreign Force and Results. 


Ordained Missionaries . 
Women .. 
Native Pastors’ . 


‘+ Teachers and Helpers . 


Communicants . 
S. S. Scholars ad 


The Missionary Review. 


15 15 

13 13 

2 2 

4 6 2 
1784 1890 106 
I 200 1500 300 


The Annual Report of this Church’s Foreign Missions has failed to reach us, and 
we have gathered the above figures from its excellent organ, 7he Christian Standard 


(Nov. 1), but apprehend we have taken figures quite too small, 


If the officers will 


kindly furnish their Annual Reports, they will do us and our readers a kindness, The 
women of this church sustain the Mission in Jamaica entirely, and help generously 
in France and India. Of the work in Japan, only recently begun, we see it stated : — 


‘“ Fapan.—Our missionaries are all in Akita. 
Before they can speak the language they are made to rejoice in seeing people forsake 


their idols to worship the living God, 
abandoned their idols and are asking to be taught concerning Christianity, 


They are 4well and full of hope. 


In one city near Akita seventy families have 


Our mis- 


sionaries are asking for half a dozen single or married men to be sent to join them this 
fall. Consecrated women would be of great service to them.”’ 


XXII.—PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 


(Vol. VIT., p. 131.) 


REV. JOSHUA KIMBER, Sec., 23 Bible Hlouse, New York. 


Flome Strength. 


Dioceses . 
Missionary Districts 


Bishops and Bishops. Elect . 


Priests and Deacons . 
Churches. . . 
S. S. Scholars 


Communicants 


Foreign Missionary Income . 
Woman’s Board’s Income ,, . 


Property in the Missions. 


Foreign Force and Work. 


Bishops ... 
Ordained Misstonaries 
Medical Missionaries 

Lay Missionaries. 

Women Missionaries . 
Natives, Ordained . 


Teachers and Helpers 


— i 
Communicants . 
Contributions .. 


Of the Woman’s Board’s income in 1884 $18,543.84 was in money, and $986.87 — 


1883. 


45 
15 
66 


3575 

3947 
317,522 
364,003 
$158.930.50 
$18,593.10 
$219,056.14 


$9,511.43 


was the value of boxes sent to the missions. 


1884. Year's Gain 
48 
15 
66 
3945 70 
318,358 836 


381,894 17,891 
$134,981.58 $23,948.92 less. 
$19,530.71 $937.57 more 
$232,396.22 $13,340.08 more’ 


4 1 less. 

15 I more. 

3 O 

5 O 

30 I more 

38 3 less 
160 
2217 
2723 592 more. 
1264 1348 less. 

$3,321.09 $6,190.34 less. 
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TABLE OF THE DIFFERENT MISSIONS. 


Missionaries. Natives. 

Bishops. Ord, Lay. Women. | Ord. Others. Com’ts, Sch’lrs. S. S.S. C’n’bts 
Greece,. . .O O ; I 12 : 600 600 d 
Africa, . I I 2 I I! 31 424 492 874 $1020.49 
7 2 14 II 64 326 805 845 1601.64 
Japan, . I 7 ee 2 28 100 243 220 405.86 
Haiti, . . I O re) l 14 25 414 77 184 293.10 
1883-4... .4 38 160 1264 2217. 2723 $3,321.09 


— ~— 


In noticing the gain and loss in the year 1883-4, our readers will bear in mind that 
the Mexican Mission has ceased to receive aid from the funds of this Society, though 
still assisted by the * League.’’ Its statistics do not appear in this Report. 

‘© The Spirit of Missions has paid all the fixed expenses of the standard size edition, 
and has paid to the Domestic and Foreign Committees $2000 towards its own share in 
the items of salaries, &c.’’ 

Administration. We make this cost about Iloper cent, and the official reckoning 
makes it 9.3. 

An interesting work has been begun by this church on the Island of Cuba, resulting 
in six organized congregations of 1650 persons, 116 of whom presented themselves for 
confirmation the first opportunity, and other candidates are waiting. 


XXIII]. REFORMED EPpiscopAL CHURCH. 
| (Vol. VII, p. 132.) 


Rev. Wa. R. NicHorson, D. D., 2106 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Home Strength. 1883. 1854. Year's Gain, 

120 

ole) 

I 2,000 No later statistics of this Church 
.. . . 8,000 have been received. 
.. $184,000 

Church and :Ed, Property, . . . . $1,000,000 

11,000 

Missionaries to Freedmen,. . . . 13 


XII. GIFTS AND LEGACIES. 


An anonymous donor of $2,500 to the C. M.S. Krishnagur Mission has just added 
$750 a year, with $2,250 for necessary buildings, 


The Christians of Madagascar, in 1882, gave $20,000 for missions, and in the last 
14 years have built 700 churches, leaving no debt on any of them. All the 1200 native 
churches are self-supporting. 


—_ 
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$3,076 from the estate of the late Dr. Barrie accrues in equal parts to Knox College, 
Canada, and Pres. Home and Foreign Missions. 


The late Gov. Colburn, of Maine, left $200,000 to Baptist Home Missions, and 
$100,000 to Foreign Missions, $100,000 to the Maine Baptist Missionary Convention, 
and large sums to other literary and benevolent institutions, 


The late Faulkner Chapman, among other legacies, left $5,000 to church, extensions 
and $5,000 to Freedmen’s Aid Society of the M. E. Church, 


Levi B. Stone, Orange, N. J., leaves $10,000 to Presbyterian Home and Foreign 
Missions. 


Nanny Bradford left $1000 to Foreign Missions of the Reformed Presbyterians, 
besides legacies to other causes. at 


John B. Lewis’ will shows bequests to Am. Board, Bible Society, Presbyterian 
Missions, Am. Missionary Association, each $2000, and to Hampton Institute $1000. 


XIII. RECENT CONVERTS. 


The Rev. Wm. Robb baptized six adults and received them into church fellowship, 
at Ajmere, India, at a recent communion season. 


The Disciple Missionaries in Japan report five conversions, four men and one wos 
man. ‘ 


Rev. Dr. Stewart, U. P. Mission, India, reports 20 baptisms in Oct. and 27 more 
by Dr. Martin in the first week of Nov. z 


The Presbyterian Monthly Record for Jan. reports 15 accessions to mission 
churches, anu that for Feb, 65 adults and 16 children baptized, 


In Chota Nagpore, in the part of the work under the S. P. G, there have been 
baptized the past year 268 adults and 472 children, making the whole number bap- 
tized 12,482, of whom 5,985 are communicants. It will be remembered that this work 
was begun by Papa Gossner’s missionaries about 1846, and some of the older mission- 
aries and their converts seceded to the S. P. G, after Gossner’s death, because of an 
attempt of the home officials to coerce them to a change of views and agencies which 
had been wonderfully blessed of God. 


Rev. W. Corbett writing at Chefoo, Nov. 21, 1884, reports a preaching tour of 
syme two months on which he had received 60 to church fellowship, making 217 he 
had received in eight months. 


Rev. Dr. Stewart, of the U. P. Mission, Sialkot, India, reports 34 recent baptisms, 


Rev. J. W. butler reports 264 Evangelical congregations in Mexico, with 30,000 
permanent adherents. ‘*Men and women who never saw a Bible till they had spent 
half their lives in the Romish church are now becoming christians ready to go through 
fire and water for their faith in Christ. Fifteen of them have recently been persecuted 
and imprisoned, but not one has recanted.”’ | 


The Advocate of Missions, M. E. South, reports in Jan, the baptism in its foreign 
missions of 44 adults and 7 children. 


Rev. Mr, Booth, Wesleyan, reports some dozen baptisms, and a class of 14 youths, 
‘‘all sons of chiefs, secking to become prepared to be Christian teachers,’’ in his mis- 
sion in West Atrica, i in the Limbah Country, where he finds a more healthful climate. 
For this Training school for the sons of the chiefs he has hitherto furnished all expen- 
ses from his own allowances, 


1885. | Recent Converts. | — 


Of the C, M.S. work near Foo-chow, China, Rev. Mr. Wolfe writes: ‘“ Large 
accessions are being made here and there to the ranks of the visible church simul- 
taneously with all this rage and hatred against Christianity and the Christians [because 
of the French outrages]. In Hok-Chiang alone about 300 have placed themselves un. 
der Christian instruction, and have given up their Ancestral Hall as a place of worship.”’ 


Pastor Chu, C. I. M., reports seven baptisms, and increasing numbersare reported 
by others. 


The Baptist Missionary Magazine of Feb. mentions some 258 baptisms. 


Rev. Mr. Timpany, of the Canadian Baptist Mission in India, reports 60 recent 
baptisms. 


Rev. John C, Hill reports the organization of 9 persons into a First Protestant 
Church in Guatemala. 


Rev. W. E. Soothill, Free Methodist in China, reports 16 baptisms, despite the 
confusion and riots resulting from French outrages. 


CONVERTS IN CENTRAL AFRICA.—Native converts in all mission fields are no 
better than they should be, and are often represented worse than they are. The follow- 
ing testimony of a recent traveler in Central Africa deserves a permanent record. After 
returning to England while giving a public address he said : 


‘‘ Before I stop I want to give a traveler’s testimony to the spiritual work that is be- 
ing done by these Missions. It is almost too soon to look for much result; I scarcely 
looked for any. But I will tell you what I found. After I went to the new Living- 
stonia stajion, whither the missionaries proceeded when they were driven from the first 
by the pestilence, I said to the Missionary, Dr. Laws, I would like if he would give me 
one of his best natives. I was going for a long and lonely tour on the plateau, between 
Lakes Nyassa and Tanganyika, and I wanted a reliable man. There was no such per- 
son to be found outside of the Mission stations. Dr. Laws had some seven young na- 
tives who had been baptized and he said: ‘* You see we are just struggling to get a foot- 
hold in this great country, and I can hardly spare oneof my men. But I will give you 
the worst and one of the least of my youths and you can see what missionary work in 
Africa has done.’ He gave me about the most common place looking native I have ever 
seen. He could neither read nor write nor speak a word of English, Dr. Laws said: 
‘You can trust him.’ So he was put at the head of my little army, and away we started 
over the great Tanganyika plateau. I remember the first night we pitched our tents, 
some dozen or fifteen miles from the shore of Lake Nyassa. The sun had gone down, 
and I had turned in for the night, when I was startled by hearing a peculiar sound at 
some little distance. It was lovely moonlight. As I drew the curtain of my tent and 
looked out I saw a little group on bended knees, and in the centre of it was James, my 
young native convert, holding family worship. Every night on our march, no matter 
how far we had gone, no matter how tired we were, James gathered the little company 
who could understand his language and poured out his heart in prayer to God. I have 
heard many prayers that have moved me, but | have never heard anything more touch- 
ing than the prayers of James. He never closed without praying for the whole known 
world, as it was known to his simple heart. It consisted of five places. He asked God 
to bless Blantyre, Livingstonia, Bandawe, Tanganyika and his native village. During 
all the time we wandered together through those forests, although he had control of 
everything that I had, although he could have taken many things day by day without my 
knowing it, I never knew him even to take a bead belonging to me. I never found him 
out in one single thing that I could have calted a mistake, much less a sin.”’ 


The reports of progress in the U P. Mission, Jndia, are still most encouraging. 
Dec. 16, 1884, Dr. Stewart writes : 


‘‘’The number of persons baptized since my last report, as far as heard from, is 152, 
of whom 116 are adults and 36 children. Twelve of the adults were baptized by Bro. 
Swift; five adults and one child by Bro. McKee; nineteen adults and three children 
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by Bro. Thakur; three adults and four children by Bro. Caldwell, and the rest by Bro, 
Martin. This makes a total of, perhaps, 225, since the beginning of the season, about 
three-fourths of whom have been adults. Dr. Martin says: ‘* Since the first of Nov. 
I have baptized 69 men, 35 women, and 42 children; total 146. All were churas, ex- 
cept one,a meng. Perhaps you remember him; he came to Sialkot to be baptized the 
same day Dr. Barr left.’’ He also says, ‘*‘ Since Jan. 1, I have baptized 166 men, 88 
vomen, and 118 children; total 372.’’ Many of those recently baptized are near neigh- 
bors or near relatives of persons previously admitted to the church. This is the case 
with those baptized by Mr. McKee and some of those mentioned by Dr. Martin. But 
in ether cases the converts came from new villages and new brotherhoods, The circle 


of professing Christians is continually widening.”’ 


XIV. SAILING OF MISSIONARIES. 
Miss Bennett, Woman’s U. M. S. sailed for Shanghai in Nov., 1884. 


Miss M.Eleanor Mecartney has sailed for the Presbyterian Mission, in Japan. 
Rev, T. R, and Mrs, Sampson sailed, returning to Greece, Nov. 8, 1884. 


Dr. and Mrs, Ira Harris, for Syria, and Rev. H. G. Underwood for Japan, and 
ultimately for Corea, sailed Dec, 16, 1884. 


Dr. Doremus Scudder and his sister sailed for Japan, Dec. 30, 1884. 

Rev. C. G. Sparham, L. M. S., sailed for China Oct. 25, 1884. 

Rev. and Mrs. E, R. Eichler, L. M. S., returning to China, sailed Nov. 11, 1884. 
Mrs. Walton, L. M.S., returning to India, sailed Nov. 19, 1884. 


Mr. J. Henry M. Nodder, S. P. G., sailed Nov, 1, 1884, to begin a Mission on the 
Andaman Islands, in the Indian Ocean. The people are among the most degraded, 
having ‘‘ no clothing, no houses, no idols and no worship,”’ 


Rev. D. C. Monroe, M. E., sailed Jan. 10, 1884, for “awnpore, India. 


Mr. and Mrs. Robert Shemeld, of the Free Methodists, sailed recently to establish a 
Mission in Western Africa. 


Rev. J. Milum, Wesleyan, returning to Lagos, sailed Nov. 29, 1884. 
Kev. E. H. Scott, Wesleyan, for St. Vincent, sailed Dec. 2, 1884. 


The Rev. Dr. E. F and Mrs. Hoernle, C. M. S., left London for Julfa, Persia, 
Nov. 5, 1884. : 


The Rev. T. E, Coverdale, C. M. S., left England for Peshawar Oct. 29, 1884. 


The Rev. F. W. N. Alexander, returning to the Telugu C, M.S. Mission, left Eng- 
land Oct. 30, 1884, via Canada. 


Mr. Herbert L. Norris, and Mr. and Mrs, O. Stalman and their daughter, C. I. M., 
left England Dec. 3; and Rev. J. McCarthy Dec. 4, 1884, for China. 


Miss Agnes Whitehead, for Maulmain, and Misses Mary E. Williams and L. B. 
Clarke for Rangoon, sailed Dec, 27, 1884. 


Thirty eight (38) missionaries, men and women, sailed Jan. 24, 1885, for Central 
Africa, the enterprise of Bishop Taylor. Among these is his own son, the Rev, Ross 
‘Taylor with his wife and three children, and W. H. Mead with his wife and six chil- 
dren. 
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Dr. and Mrs. W. b. Scranton, Rev, and Mrs. H. G. Appenzeller, and Mrs, Mary 
F. Scranton started Jan. 20, 1885, to establish a M. E. Mission in Corea; the party to 
first study the language in Japan. 


Rev, and Mrs. J. Baxter, and Mrs. Houghton for East African Missions, of the Free 
Methodists, and Miss Farrar for China, sailed about Oct. 25, 1884. 


Rev. and Mrs. W. J. David, Baptists South, sailed for Lagos, West Africa, Jan. 5, 
1885. 


Rev, and Mrs. J.S.Stone, M. D., returning, sailed for Bombay, India, Jan. 29, 1885. 


W. E. Macklin, M. D., of the Disciple Church, sailed for Japan, via England, Dec. 
31, 1884. 


Rev. S. M. Jefferson, of this Disciple Church, is about to sail for the Congo Valley, 
Africa, to prospect for site and plan for a new Mission in that region, 


Messrs, F. T. Foncer, T. James, John Smith, T. jenkins and Mr. Lewis (Hudson 
Taylor’s private secretary) left for China Feb, 15, 1885. Rev. Wm. W. Cassels, Mr. 
D. E. Hoste, Messrs, Stanley P. Smith, C. T. Studd, and Montague Beauchamp, have 
also left England for China Inland Mission service. Miss Beauchamp for Madras, and 
Rev. and Mrs, J. E. Howard for Jamaica, Wesleyan, left England Dec, 24, 1884, and 
Jan. 2, 1885. 


Rev, and Mrs, J, A, Alley, C. M. S., left England Dec, 20, 1884, and the Rev. F, 
Nevill and Miss Nevill left Dec, 27, for Sierra Leone, West Africa, 


The Rev. E. N. Hodges, C. M.S., left England Dec. 31, and Rev, and Mrs, H, 
Schaffter left Jan. 17, 1885, for South India. 


The Rt. Rev, Bishop and Mrs, Speechly left England Jan, 14, 1885, for Alleppie, 
on route to Cochin, India, 


The Rev. P. K. Fyson left England for Japan Dec. 31, 1884. 


Mrs, Emma Kerr, to be in charge of the C. M. 5, Female Institution at Lagos, 
sailed Jan, 10, 1885. 


XV. DEATH NOTICES OF MISSIONARIES. 


Mrs. Ida R. Priest, of the Southern Baptist Convention, died at Tung Chow, China, 
Oct, 19, 1884. She sailed for China in Dec. 1881, thus having less than three years in 
the Mission work for which she seemed specially fitted by disposition, mental training 
and heart devotion. 


Dr. T. S. Thompson, L. M. S., died at Neyoor, India, July 31, 1884, after twelve 
years’ service. 


Mr. C. E. Thompson, L. M. S., died at Chicacole, India, Sept. 4, 1884, after more 
than forty years’ service. 


The recent death of Rev. Ambarta Thomen Thoma, a Syrian Christian, many years 
a faithful and devoted C, M. S. Native Pastor, seems by his name, to add some force 
and plausibility to the tradition that the Syrian Church in India was founded by the 
Apostle Thomas. 


os Dr. P. Brown, C. M. S., died Dec. 6, 1884, on the voyage to England from the 
iger. 


Rev. C, B. Leupolt, C. M. S., after long and faithful service in India, died in Eng- 
land Dec. 16, 1884, aged 79 years. 
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Mrs, Henry O. Dwight died at Constantinople Dec. 28, 1884. 


Rev. J. A. Jetter, C. M. S., who began his missionary service in 1819, has recently 
died in England at the age of 94. 


XVI. BOOK AND LITERARY NOTICES) 


The Revolution in the A. B. C. F. M., by Leonard Woolsey Bacon; reprinted from 
the New Englander Vol. VIII., Jan. 1885. 

Editors and officials of our benevolent and Missionary Boards and Societies who 
deprecate interference in their plans and measures, by the members of their various or- 
ganizations, will feel scant sympathy with Dr. Bacon in this discussion. Some of them 
will doubtless cali him hyper-critical, if not harder names ; and contend that the business 
of such organizations is better conducted by a ciique of executive officers by themselves, 
undisturbed by outside influence, than by a mob of all the corporate members. 

Does it never occur to such to ask: Why then have corporate members? If they 
are not to control the plans and measures of the executive, influencing them by discus- 
sion, and by their votes after free discussion, then why enroll them at all? Is it merely 
to secure their favor in return for the compliment, and by the weight of their names 
to secure public favor and support, by publicly representing that these honorable corpor- 
ate members are a guarantee that al] measures and action adopted are wise and right, 
when, as a matter of fact, the said members know no more about them than does the 
more general public thus beguiled? Is there not in this feature of all such organizations, 
a full recognition of the Romish doctrine that ‘* the end sanctifies the means? ”’ 

The aim of Dr, Bacon's paper is to show that the executive officers of the A, B, C. 
F, M,. have gradually overridden its excellent constitution, and taken the entire man- 
agement and control of its business, out of the hands of these members, where it was 
placed by the constitution, and now manage and control all business of the Board pri- 
vately themselves, Whatever may be thought or said of the fact, we think Dr. Bacon 
has demonstrated that it zs a fact that such a ‘*‘ Revolution ’’ has been effected; and he 
points out the injurious results under five specifications : 


‘‘1, The present vegzme is injurious to the one cause which it is supposcd to promote 
—the public interest in the Annual Meeting. . 

‘*2. The present methods convert one of the best imaginable constitutions into one 
of the worst possible . 

‘* 3. The existing methods are further censurable in that they can be maintained 
only by persistent dereliction of piighted duty on the part of the corporate members of 
the Board, and fraud against the honorary members . os 

“4. F urther, the present methods are perilous. By illegitimate proceedings they 
secure to the administration immunity from annual anxiety, and to the Board release 
from annual duty; but at a risk for the future which it is not right to take . 

‘* 5. But the practical mischiefs of the existing abuses are not in the possible future 
only. They are very real, actual and present. All over the country, and in other 
countries, the Administration of the Board has been for these many years creating mul- 
titudinous centers of disaffection toward itself and toward the cause which it represents. 
It is one ofthe most trying and painful things in the duties of the administration of a 
system of Missions, that the most cautious wisdom, the tenderest care, the truest affection 
toward the missionaries and the Missions, and towards others with whom it must needs 
hold delicate and responsible relations, will not save it from being brought into relations 
of serious difference with some of them, Itis the unhappy policy of the Administra- 
tion of the American Board to shut in the face of all aggrieved persons the door of their 
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.proper Court of Appeals, and to insist on being itself the final judge in cases in which 
it is itself a party. One may freely admit the fair and even magnanimous intentions of 
the Administration in every such individual case, and yet condemn this policy as unjust 
and most fatuously unwise. W ‘iat pastor is there, among the churches sustaining the 
Board, who does not know of some person (1) now or formerly in its employ who is 
resting, perhaps without complaint, under a sense of grievance unredressed, on which 
he has never had a fair hearing, and never can have, so long as the Annual Meeting is 
‘run,’ its program dictated, its Committees made up, its time from beginning to end 
preoccupied, by the other party to the controversy? Every such person, however un- 
complaining, is a dissuasive from the cordial support of the Board in the neighborhood 
where he lives, which it takes a great deal of powerful preaching to countervail.’’* 


(1) Among a very large number of names which occur to us here, that of Rev. Mr. 
Watkins, in Mexico, illustrates very forcibly the point here made. After some ten 
years in this Board’s service, his associate killed by a Romish mob, and his own life 
often, if not constantly in peril, blessed, too, in his work, to the gathering of hundreds 
of converts into church communion, (in 1881, 451 converts had been received); Mr. 
Watkins was dismissed by the executive of this Board with no trial, and no offense 
charged by the secretaries has ever yet come to: our knowledge. The action of the 
Board’s executive in this case seems to have been entirely arbitrary. Christian men, 
some of them officials in the same (congregational) branch of the church, after careful 
and thorough investigation on the ground, have approved and commended Mr. Wat- 
kins and condemned the secretaries of this Board. A Commission in San Francisco, 
impressed with the wrong done to Mr. and Mrs Watkins, sent them means of support, 
and the foreign residents of Guadalajara, who best knew them and their work, joined in 
the following commendation : 


‘We, the undersigned, foreign residents of the City of Guadalajara, have read with 
interest the circular in regard to ** Mission Work in Mexico,”’ and heartily approve of 
it, as we know Mr. and Mrs. Watkins, and have been eye witnesses to the great success 
they have achieved in their work. 

‘ We feel decidedly that they should have the earnest support of all friends of inis- 
sions, as they are specially adapted to the work in Mexico, and their experience and 
knowledge of the people and their customs, with their untiring devotion to their work, 
insure success, and will thus secure corresponding returns for all money spent by them. 

‘* We would, therefore, heartily recommend them and their work to the christian 
public.’ [Signed] Edward Yorke, Chief Engineer Pacific Line Mexican Central Rail- 
way; Mrs. Edward Yorke; Charles Francis, engineer in charge of office, Guadalajara, 
Mexican Central Railway; Mrs, Chas. Francis; Mrs. F. F. Loweree, T. D. Loweree, 
of Loweree Hermanos; Root y Tinker; John C. Cochran; John H. Kipp; H. D. 
Carlile; F. H. B. Loweree; Mrs. Ellis Read; C. B. Marsh; Ellis Read; Mr. and 
Mrs. J. W. Chandler, of San Jose, Cal.; Mrs. A. M. Wellington. 

‘I take pleasure in signing the above, and in certifying that so far as superficial, but 
very extended observation enables me to judge, [ know of no missions which seem to 
be accomplishing more than that of Mr. and Mrs. Watkins’; few so much. A, M. 
Wellington, A. G, M. Mex. Cen. R. R.” 


The intelligent Agent of the Mexican Central R. R., A. M. Wellington, writing 
more at length to Mr, Watkins of his most successful work and of the strong attach- 
ment of his converts to him, says : 


“* It is needless to mention names, though they might be mentioned by Scores. 
Neither is it necessary to suppose that the Administration have ever done injustice on 
the merits of any single case. Their method of procedure,—to have manipulated, pre- 
occupied, andl kept the door of, the Court of Appeals, so that one having a complaint 
against them can have no recourse to it with hope of fair hearing—as itself an intoler- 
able injustice, towards. which no man with any love for a fair play towards a weaker 
party is bound to have a moment’s patience.” 
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“To attempt to —" this bond and to drive you from the field by the weight of a 
vast organization, which is ¢ése/f mainly to blame for the situation, by depriving you of 
assistance either from other churches or independent bodies in the same church, I look 
upon as wrongful and unchristian acts, deserving of stern disapprobation, and which tend to 
bring and are bringing Protestantism into disrepute and endangering the work already done 
among this people. The whole action of the Board in this matter, in sending an un- 
usually strong delegation to this point without any reference to, or consultation with your- 
self, or previous attempt to ensure harmonious action, reconcile difficulties and mrevent 
conflicts, recognizing that you were already in the held, working successfully within their 
own denomination ; I regard a mistake in a business point of view, as imperilling the 
common cause, and giving evidence of an unyielding and dominating spirit, a cletermin- 
ation to have their own way at any cost, and a reacliness to use their power and means 
for fighting purposes, which I cannot believe is intentional or conscious, but which indi- 
cates an unfortunate lack of tact at least in almoners of trust funds not given for such use.’ 


How is it possible for the good name and character of the American Board not to 
suffer severely froin such a case as this. And when we bear in mind that similar cases 
now exist in all parts of our land and the Mission fields abroad, must we not yield to 
the conviction that Dr, Bacon's note of warning comes none too soon ? 

In illustration of the arbitrary rule of the executive, without reference to the Board 
itself, Dr. Bacon refers to the breaking up of its schools in [India in 1884-5. Our own 
painful experience, under that arbitrary and suicidal action, more than confirms the pro- 
priety and force of this reference. 


PAGODA SHADOWs—by Miss Adele M. Fielde. $1.00. W.G. Corthell, Boston, 
Mass. 

This small volume of 285 pp., with a fitting introduction by Joseph Cook, gives 
vivid pen pictures of domestic, social and religious life in China, gathered from personal , 
observation and intercourse with the people in ten years of missionary life and service 
by the author, 


We have long traced. with interest, the very earnest, practical and effective man- 
ner in which Miss Fielde has prosecuted work in China, as we have abserved it in Mis- 
sion reports and her own correspondence. On seeing notice of her purpose to prepare 
this volume, we readily anticipated something of real interest and usefulness, and our 
expectations are more than realized. The author has the very happy tact of teaching 
general principles and usages in concrete form and styles, making her lessons vivid and 
impressive by linking them to individual living subjects. The book is happily adapted 
for useful service in connection with women and children’s Mission Bands and Societies. 


Report of the Fifth Annual Convention of the American Inter-Seminary Mission- 
ary Alhance. 

This Report, of 131 pages, is very neatly executed, in paper and typography doing 
credit to the Committee and their printer. Of the matter of the Report see our current 
volume, pp. 21-24. | 


Canadian Inter-Seminary Misstonary Alliance.—This Report (59 pp.) of the First 
Annual Convention of this Alliance, held at Toronto, Ont., Oct. 29 to Nov. 2, 1884, 
shows that our young brethren in Canada are not to be left behind in this good work of 
Foreign Missions, . 

“The Baptism of the Holy Ghost the Great Need,” by Rev, John Potts, D.D., was 
admirable. ‘ The Benefit of Missionary Conferences,’’ by Rev. W. F. Campbell, was 
timely and able. ‘* The Limit of Consecration,’ by Rev. J. W. A. Stewart, presenting 
Christ as the only true pattern, was inspiring. And all the other papers and sermons 
were rich, valuable and eer Keep on, brethren, in this apostolic line, and God 
bless you, 


Vick’s FLORAL GUIDE FOR 1885.—-A gem of literary taste and beauty, 150 pages 
with 1000 charming illustrations. It should be in every family. Send ten ceuits to 
James Vick, Rochester, N. Y., and you will receive a copy which will tell you all about 
bulbs and seeds, flowers and vegetables. 
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NEw MAP OF PAUL’s TRAVELS —This new Mad, by Dr. Osborn, of Oxford, Ohio, 
seems to us as near perfection as can be attained, 


THE EVANGELICAL MESSENGER.—One of the sweetest and purest, as well as ably 
edited weeklies, quotes a distinguished foreign missionary as saying: ‘* The greatest 
peril of Foreign Missions is the want of vital piety at home.’”’ Let .another less distin- 
guished foreign missionary add: The next greatest, if not equal, danger is the low stand- 


ard of piety and self-sacrifice in the workers abroad and the home officers of Foreign 
Missionary organizations. 


THE AMERICAN REFORMER.—59 Tribune Building, New York, $1.00 a year, has 
begun its third year with good courage, though it is doubtless learning that it is one 


thing to point out wrong views and practices, and quite another thing to displace them 
with the right views and practices. 


THE CHRISTIAN WoMAN.—Vol, 14, No. 1, 1420 Chestnut street, Philadelphia, 
Pa,, Price $1.00 per annum; Comes with New Years’ Greetings, and fresh beauty of 
type and paper, and with growing excellence in subject matter, 


WoMAN’S’ EVANGEL, Seventy-five cents per annum, is well conducted and 


should be well patronized by all members of the Brethren Churches, Address Mrs, L, 
R. Keister, Dayton, Ohio. 


THE HEATHEN WoOMAN’S FRIEND, Mrs. Wm. F. Warren, editor, 329 Broadway, 
Cambridgeport, Mass,, 50 cents a year, is the organ of the M. E, Woman’s Foreign 
Mission Society, and holds on its way grandly, supporting itself, and from its surplus 
avails making large grants to the paper for Hindu women and other objects of the Society. 


L, Lum Smith's Agents Herald, or Public Herald, 706 Chestnut street, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., seems to usa great public benefactor, In exposiny FRAUDs it confers a 
great blessing on suffering humanity; only provided those who suffer will accept the 
benefit of exposures, and the swindlers be properly punished, But for the highest au- 
thorities of the nation to remit any portion of the penalty for such enormous frauds as 
were proved upon Fleming & Loring, is to turn judgemnt away backward, and expose 
the honest people of the nation to become the victims of such frauds in perpetuo. 


BuREAU OF EpucaTIOoN,—Circular No, 6, 1884, Rural Schools: Progress in the 
past, &c. Full of valuable information, suggestive and inspiring to teachers, and help- 
ful for improving our country schools. 


THE HomILeTic REVIEW for February is up to the high standard attained in 
the January number, The opening article, by Dr. Van Dyke, on Ministerial Educa- 
tion, is a very candid and discriminating paper, differing considerably from Dr, Curry’s 
views in the January number, Secretary Round’s “ Criminals and Christianity,” while 
open to some criticism, presents the subject of the necessity of Prison Reform in a very 
strong light. Dr. Schaff’s ‘ Reminiscenses of Neander,’’ will be read with intense in- 
terest by all who revere the memory of that wonderful man and appreciate the service 
he rendered to Christian history. Dr. Chambers, in the “Symposium on Romans,” 
writes with great skill and force. He falls not a whit helow the admirable contribution 
of Prof. Dwight, or the brilliant and pungent paper of Di. Godet. Prof. Wilkinson's 
article on ‘‘ Pulpit Power,’’ must be read and studied to be appreciated. There is here 
more terse, searching, telling thought compressed into half a dozen pages than are usu- 
ally found in a long Review article. The shorter papers by Dr, Pierson, Dr, Crosby on 
‘* Pusey’s Commentaries,” Dr. Ludlow, Dr. C. S. Robinson, and the Poem by J. D. 
Sherwood, add to the attractions of the number. Published by FUNK & WAGNALLS, IO 
and 12 Dey street, New York, $3.00 per year; 30 cents per single number, 


ABSTRACT AND ANALYSIS OF THE REPORT OF THE ‘ INDIAN EDUCATION 
ComMIssIon,” with Notes, and ‘ the Recommendations ”’ in full, by the Rev. J. John- 
ston, F.S, S., Hon. Sec. ‘ Council on Education.”’ female 

On the sth of Feb., 1882, Lord Ripon, Viceroy of India, appointed a large and 
able Commission of Inquiry on the Subject of Education. This Commission, under 
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the presidency of the Hon. W. W. Hunter, B. A., LL.D., C. 1. E., prosecuted the pro- 
posed inquiry some two years taking the testimonies cf 193 witnesses, and receiving 323 
memorials, gathering these and their reports into ten folio volumes of some 700 pages 
each, but reducing and compressing their final Report into one such volume of 700 pages. 

In the volume before us Rev. Mr, Johnston has again reduced the most important 
items of this vast amount of information and ‘‘ recommendations ”’ into 184 octavo pages 
—a service of very great value to all who wish to understand this great educational 
question in India, 

Our own thirty years of missionary service in that land makes it to us a question of 
great, special and almost personal interest. So profoundly and painfully did we become 
impressed with the wrong policy, largely prevalent, of using the revenue collected 
mostly from the poorer and agricultural masses of the population, for the higher educa- 
tion of the upper and wealthy classes, well able to educate themselves, that we felt justi- 
fied in using our pen, and the utmost influence in our power, to bring this wrong to the 
notice of Government officials, and secure more liberal grants for extending primary 
education among the masses, 

We are glad to see this phase of the subject entered largely into the investigation 
of the commission, and secured strong ‘recommendations *’ in favor of the ignorant 
masses. Our special interest inclines us to deal at length with the details of this Re- 
port, but our limited space compels us to restrain our pen and attempt little more than 
to recommend this volume to all who would understand the pesent educational system 
and policy of the British India Government. It can be obtained from its publishers, 
Hamilton Adams & Co., 31, 32 Paternoster Row, E. C., London, for six shillings, 

A very few of the condensed facts and figures of this volume, such as will most 
interest our readers, may be stated thus: 


Pupils in Missionary Educational Institutions in 1881-82. 


In Arts, Colleges and High boys’ Schools, 45,249; in primary Schools, boys, 84,- 


760, Girls, 47,276, Z2nana pupils, 9,132; in Theol, and Training Sch vols, 1,235, Grand 
total, 187,652. 


Educational Census of India —excluding Native States and Burma. 
Total male population, 104,432,229; Under instruction, 2,487,697, or I in 42. 
« Female a 100,661,146. ss af 117,200, or I in 858. 
Boys under 12 years 35,788,154 ; Girls under 12 years, 31,182,746. 
These figures show conclusively that with all the help and encouragement yet given 
to education in India, the great mass of the population is unreached; less than 3 per 
cent. of the male population, and only one-tenth of I per cent. of the female population 


_ being under instruction. Let these facts be borne in mind by those who oppose Mission 


schools in India. 


We kept our eyes on the work of this Commusson, during all its investigations, re- 
joicing greatly in its results in bringing so clearly to view the former mistakes and wrong 
policy of the British India officials, and its recommendations distinctly favoring special 
enlargement in female and primary education. We have now the Minute on the Reso- 
lution of the Indian Government anent the Report of the Commission, and we must 
confess to some feeling of disappointment at the present small results of the very large 
amount of time and money expended on this ‘* Education Commission.”’ 

1. It has resulted in no legislation. The mere ¢ Resolution of the Viceroy in 
Council *’ may be heeded or not by the Indian Educational and Government officials. 
The educational despatch sent outto [ndia by Lord [Halifax in 1854, had in it all the 
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elements and provisions necessary, had they been adopted and carried out by the Indian 
Government and officials in good faith. But though that despatch was reaffirmed in 
1859, yet its spirit and purpose have been to a great extent thwarted by the Indian 
officials—not so much by direct and avowed opposition as by delay and the ready de- 
vices of official minds, willing neither to carry out the despatch in its true intent, not to 
come in direct collision with the home authorities who devised, approved and sent it. 
It goes without sayirg that with no legislation by the India Government, enforcing the 
‘* recommendations ’”’ and changes proposed, the same policy may be pursued another 30 
years, and the work of this commission be rendered nearly or quite abortive. 

Instead, therefore, of seeing ‘‘ good reasons for the less definite and conclusive 
‘Resolution’ in the present state of India,’’ we see valid and positive reasons in the 
policy and course of the educational authorities and officials the past 30 years in India, 
for positive and and decided legislation in this emergency, by the India Government. 
The compliments in this Resolution, for the good service of the Commission in indicat- 
ing clearly “ where mistakes have been made,” are all very well, but of what avail so 
long as no effective measures are adopted for preventing them in future, In this Reso- 
lution the Viceroy and Council recognize and deprecate the mistakes of the past, but are 
content to find that -oth the Commission and Government are in earnest in their effort 
to redeem the past by a great extension of Primary instruction, and a strict observance 
of the provisiois of the Despatch of 1854, in future. That the Commission were in 
earnest in this. matter we have most gratifying evidence in this Report. That the Gov- 
ernment is thus in earnest, we have, and can have, no sufficient evidence without legis- 
lative action. 

2. This Resolution, while adopting and confirming most of the recommendations of 
the Commission, does not insist on their enforcement. In this it distinctly recognizes 
the ** risk of neglect or evasion,’’ but offsets this with the -‘advantage of freedom and 
adaptation in their application,’’ Brt when it is admitted that ‘ neglect and evasion ”’ 
have successfully defeated the aim and purpose of the despatch of 1854 for 30 years, is 
not the “ advantage,’’ here mentioned, a positive disadvantage ? 

This Resolution by the Viceroy in Council distinctly sets aside some of the 
recommendations of the Commission, particularly the recommendation for the prepara- 
tion and use of a ‘* Moral Text Book, and ‘*a course of lectures in all Colleges yearly 
on the ‘ Duties of a Man and Citizen.’’’ ‘This clause of the Resolution is worthy of the 
British India officials of 100 years ago. It deserves a place with the official action dis- 
misSing a Sepoy from the army for publicly professing his faith in Christ. While the 
British India Government does not interdict the religious books and teaching of Hindus 
and Mohammedans, even tolerates the presence and worship of Hindu gods (idols) in 
their school-rooms, and while some of the more moral and intelligent Hindus themselves 
deprecate the character and results of Government education because of the absence of 
all moral teaching, we certainly think Lord Ripon and his counsel, in this clause of their 


resolution, have taken quite unnecessary pains to commend blank infidelity and irre- 
ligion to the millions of their Indian subjects. 


4. The encouragement given to Caste seems to us an unhappy advance dackward. 
The Dispa'ch of 1854 laid down the principle that ‘‘no boy be refused admission to a 
Government college or school, merely on the ground of Caste.’’ The provision now 
adopted is thus expressed: ‘* It is not intended by the Commission to compel aided 
schools to receive pupils of all castes under penalty of losing their grants. It is open to 
any aided school to register itself as a special school for children of specified classes, or 


. 
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not belonglng to specified castes. It will not necessarily lose its grant by so doing.’’ This 
is a complete backing down from the specific principle and provision of the Despatch ; 
and, so far as we can remember, this is the first official recognition of caste by the Brit- 
ish Government of all India. Heretofore, all the petty acts recognizing and favoring 
caste, have becn adopted by local and individual officials, with no sanction by the su- 
preme government. This action of the Commission, approved by the Viceroy and Coun- 
cil is certainly a very stinking ‘ dead fly ’’’ in this pot of ointment. We will hope for 
much good to India from the prospect of the great extension of primary and /fe- 
male education, encouraged by this Commission, but for the lack of suitable provision 
for mora/ teaching in the schools, and for this positive pandering to caste, we can but 
express very deep regret and grief. 


THIRD ANNUAL REPORT (1884) OF HEBREW CHRISTIAN WORK in New York. 
In this Report, of Rev. Jacob Freshman, there is evidence of earnest and successful 
work. ‘The more tangible and visible results are stated thus: ‘* During the year, we 
have had 11 baptisms. We have also from time to time received applications for bap- 
tism from persons who did not seem fully to understand the nature of this ordinance.” 

This is an independent enterprise, the workers receiving no fixed salaries, but ac- 
cepting what the Lod sends for the support of themselves and the work. No receipts 
or expenses are mentioned, but Messrs. W. H. De Puy and Robért Carter, Jr., having 
examined accounts, affirm that they “ have been faithfully kept, with adequate vouchers 
for all moneys expended.” 

All will pray for a blessing on Christian work for Israel, 


Church Mission News from Foreign Lands, Miss T. M. Perry, Editor, 223 East 
18th Street, New York. Terms, 30 cents, or 10 copies 25 cents each. Welcome to this 
8-page Monthly in the interest of Foreign Missions. While unofficial it has official ap- 
proval, and we trust it will awaken more interest, prayer and effort for the heathen in 


many Christian hearts. 


THE PHRENOLOGICAL JOURNAL AND SCIENCE OF HEALTH for January, has for 
its subjects, Fifty Years of Phrenology, illustrated with 13 portraits; Phenomena of Im- 


- mortality; the Great Cotton Centennial; Character in Canes; Mammie in A. Wadin; 


Sketches of Organic Expression; the Sanitary Survey of a House; the Influence of 
Mind over Body; Robert Koch ; Reform in Men’s Dress; Phrenological Principles ; 
Editorials, &c. Fowler, Wells & Co., 753 Broadway, New York. Terms, $2 per an. 


Buds and Blossoms and Friendly Greetings, by Rev. J. F. Avery, is a beantiful 
illustrated Monthly, 75 cents per annum,is constantly growing in beauty and exceilence, 
Its Foreign Missionary intelligence ts choice and wisely increasing in amount. 


‘ BUREAU OF EDUCATION.—Circular of Information, No, 5, 1884. ‘Suggestions as 
to the Educational Exhibit atthe World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition.”’ 
—Timely and valuable. 


‘* BUILDING FOR CHILDREN IN THE SOUTH,’’ is an address by Rev. A. D. Mayo, 
aiming to show the most practical and effective way of establishing the ‘* American Sys- 
tem of Education.”’ | 


BUREAU OF EDUCATION, Nu. 7, 1884, on Aims and Methods of teaching Physics, 
gathers and presents in 158 pages, replies and opinions on this subject from 72 teachers 
and specialists in the United States, and from others in France, Germany, Switzerland 
and England. 
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